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EVIDENCE IN COURTS OF LAW AND: EQUITY. 


We have now before. us the Report of the Commission 
on Chancery Evidence; but before examining, . the 
special; question to which that report is addressed," we 
will say a few words onthe general subject. of evidence. 
The’ importance of a good system of evidence in every 
court of justice cannot be overrated; for it is of Hut. 
little use to have good rules: of law, if there are.not 
good methods of ascertaining the facts to’ which those 
rules’ are to. be applied. We English. lawyers. flatter, 
ourselves that we have sound ‘and just rules of Jaw and 
equity ; and» we. are.fond,of believing. that, they are. 
tolerably settled. But we have not yet agreed upon.the 
not. less.important question. as to the best method of 
taking evidence. The proof of this assertion is to be found 
in the diversity existing “in the practice of our courts. 
Courts of’ law take evidence most. frequently upon. oral 
examination of the witnesses at the trial of the cause. 
But in some proceedings, where to arriye.at the exact 
truth is quite as important, they take it on. affidavit; 
asy for instance, on: an application to a ‘judge -in 
chambers, by a ‘patentee Paintiff, for. an inspection 
of the, defendant's premisesand working: im«no- 
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facts. The Court of Probate and Divorcé* “takes 
evidence also im ‘both ways; oral and by affidavit ; and 
fin addition, by written interrogatories. The Court of 
‘Chancery, takes evidence in causes’ by‘ affidavit or oral 
ievidence, or.both; and on motions always by. affidavit, 
subject to oral cross’ examination: But; ‘differing. from 
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briefly as possible what is the principle—the theory—of 
poe bg Pit is to obtain the exeet facts to which the 
law has to be — ; not the facts on each side which 
may tell strongly for that side, and by their clashing 
poe f contradiction, lead to an inference as to where the 
real truth lies; but every relevant fact that bears for 
or against either party. And this full truth, the object 
of all examination, has to be obtained sometimes from 
truthful and careful witnesses, sometimes from truth- 
ful but careless witnesses; and sometimes from 
untruthful witnesses, whose minds are tainted by more 
or less of fraud or ignorance. Again, although language, 
it has been said, has been given to man to conceal 
his thoughts, and unquestionably it is often so used; on 
the other hand, the expression of the countenance has 
been given to man, probably by providential design, 
and certainly, in effect, for the purpose of divulg- 
ing his thoughts; and hence it is common in prac- 
tice, for a witness to utter an affirmative or a 
negative in such a manner, and with such an expres- 
sion of countenance, in spite of every effort to control 
it, as to induce a jury to take his “no” for “ yes,” or 
his “ yes” for“no.” All these things have to be borne 
in mind, in considering what is the sound method of 
obtaining the truth, where the facts are in dispute, and 
the character, and the tone of mind of the witnesses, 
are (as they almost always are), unknown, or very im- 
perfectly known, to the examiner. There can be no 
doubt that for such class of cases, the best known method 
is that practised at Nisi Prius, of examining and cross- 
examining witnesses orally before the tribunal which has 
to determine what the facts are. But there are 
other classes of cases, where the facts are in a sense not 
in dispute ; that is, not where one party alleges the fact 
to have been so and so; and the other, admitting that 
there was a fact, says it was otherwise ; but where one 
alleges a certain state of facts, and the other sim- 

ply has to say, “I allege no facts; I don’t know what 
they are; but you must prove your facts.” And this 
class of cases again subdivides itself into two minor 
classes ; one in which the facts alleged are what may be 
termed positive, individual, and isolated facts, depend- 
ing not at all, or only partially, on memory, such as the 
execution of a deed; and the other in which there are 
groups of circumstances, depending wholly or princi- 
ay on memory, from which one or more facts may 
educed. Of this latter subdivision are, for instance, 
pedigree cases, at least as regards the portion of the 
evidence called hearsay; in which a multitude of con- 
versations are retailed by an effort of memory, from 
which a given fact is to be inferred. Now it is clear 
that where there is a single isolated fact to be proved, 
and where surrounding circumstances are immaterial, 
a much lighter kind, a less screwing kind of evidence 
(if we may use the expression), is as available for 
obtaining the truth, as a more exhaustive species of ex- 
amination. To put an example: if the single question 
were as to the execution of a deed, the positive affirma- 
tion by a witness that the signatures of the alleged 
witnesses are their signatures, is one that in principle 
requires no cross-examination ; it is a matter on which 
the witness can hardly make a mistake, and on which, 
if you his truthfulness, no amount of cross- 
examination could be of much avail. For this kind of 
cases, therefore, the question what is the best course of 
evidence is purely fiscal; it is a question of expense, 
not of principle; and if affidavits are for such pur- 
poses cheaper than oral examination, or more con- 
venient, there seems no objection in the interest of 
truth to that method. But when you come to have 
witnesses deposing from their memory, as to what has 
been said by others, or as to what others have done, 
years before, every circumstance surrounding the con- 
versation or the act done, becomes of importance, in 
order to put 2 complexion upon it and affect its result ; 
and then, except there be an actual impossibility of 
bringing a witness into court, to rely upon, or even at 





all use voluntary or affidavit evidence, is inconsist 
with all philosophical principle and all experience | 
the mind of man. Yet to a large extent in equity, 
evidence is used in pedigree cases; though of lai 
years, equity judges very properly pay but little atte 
tion to it. In another class of cases, those where th 
evidence consists of the opinions of experts, such 
as patent and copyright, particularly musical copy. 
right, and nuisance cases, what are called the feu 
deposed to, are not Hroperty. ferte-the are rather con. 
clusions of opinion, from which the judge in equity, o 
the jury at law, is to infer a fact. Hx. grat., when ing 
patent case, an engineer says that an excentric is a me. 
chanical equivalent for acrank, or for a sun and plane 
wheel, that is a conclusion of opinion, from which the 
jury is to infer the fact that A. has imitated B. So whep 
in a nuisance case, a chemist or medical man says that 
the vapour arising from a certain manufacture containg 
such and such gases, and that those gases are not dele. 
terious, that is a conclusion of opinion, from which the 
jury are to collect the fact of nuisance, and the 
of nuisance. In such cases it is obvious that every shade 
of expression, every explanation of the grounds of the 
opinion, and of the applicability of the opinion to the 
particular case in hand, becomes important in evidenge; 
and to try such cases upon affidavits, as they used to be 
tried in equity, is absolutely absurd. 

The conclusion that we come to, as matter of 
is, that whenever facts are in dispute, and are 
that a knowledge of collateral facts is essential; and 
wherever the value of the evidence, that is its cred 
bility, depends in any degree on the manner in which 
it is given, the only good method known of taking eyi- 
dence, is that practised at Nisi Prius. But where the 
facts are isolated, capable of proof by a simple affirma- 
tion; and wholly detached from, and independent of 
surrounding circumstances and explanations, evidence 
of the class of affidavit evidence may properly be used, 
where it is convenient to use it. 
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CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS IN 
NESSES’ COSTS. 

We have, in some previous articles, pointed out the 
evils which arise, and which must continue to arise, 
the want of a public prosecutor in England. We ha 
considered the difficulties which have hitherto preven 
the appointment of such an officer, and suggested means 
by which these difficulties might be overcome. There 
are still, however, connected with the prosecution of 
offenders, several points upon which we have not yet 
touched ; and these we shall now proceed to consider. 

Every one who is at all conversant with the practice 
of our criminal courts must be aware that the question 
as to the costs and allowances to be paid to witnesses, 
has of late been the subject of much discussion. In 
every part of the kingdom, but in the northern co 
in particular, the new scale of these costs and allow- 
ances has given rise to loud complaints; and for good 
reason. The insufficiency of the remuneration now @- 
lowed to witnesses for the Crown has the effect, we afe 
informed on the best authority, of frequently prevent 
ing parties from coming forward to give evidence.* This 
is particularly the case in large manufacturing towns, 
where employment is abundant and wages are high; 
and ~ need hardly add that in co ows be | 
nesses thus failing toa’ , many criminals have 
The mischief  elventy eccioas ond the longer it re- 
mains uncorrected, the more alarming it is likely # 
become. Let us see how this most unwise system 
underpaying witnesses has arisen. 

Within the last five-and-tayenty years the mode of 
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ing costs in criminal cages has undergone several 
anges. Down to the year 1835, the counties paid the 
. From that year to 1846, the counties paid one- 
‘and the Treasury the other ; and since 1846 the Trea- 
ary has the whole. We find since the latter 
change took place, that is, since the local check upon 
iture was wholly withdrawn, that the costs of 
osecutions have rapidly increased. In 1835, when 
Prunties paid the whole, the expense amounted onl 
to £70,000. In 1846, after the counties had paid half 
for ten years, it had mounted up to £140,000, or exactl 
dyuble. In 1855, after the Treasury had paid the whole 
for nine years, it had reached £250,000. In eonse- 
quence of this great and rapid increase, the Treasury 
rities were at length induced to interfere, 
and about two years and a half ago a new 
geale of costs was framed. This scale is still in 
force, notwithstanding the general remonstrance 
which has been made against it; and we have 
to point out one feature in it in order to shew that 
the principle upon which it has been framed is essentially 
erroneous. The allowances to witnesses, excepting to 
rofessional men, are all fixed at one uniform rate, and 
is an exceedingly low one. But the rate of wages 
differs most materially in different parts of the country. 
Half-a-crown may be considered a very good day’s 
wages by a Hampshire ploughman ; but a Liverpool 
carter or a Manchester mechanic will frequently earn 
three times that sum. The latter, therefore, can only 
attend a criminal court at a positive loss; and hence 
the difficulty often experienced in these populous and 
aa districts in inducing witnesses to come forward—a 
ulty, by the way, which is every day increasing. 
We may add that witnesses coming from a distance are 
still worse treated. Whatever may be their rank in 
life, they are «allowed only five and sixpence a day 
for their expenses in the assize town, and second class 
railway fare. Police constables coming from a distance 
are allowed only three-and-sixpence a day, which we 
are informed is in some places absolutely insufficient for 
their support. 

The system which was put an end to in 1858 was no 
doubt very costly; but under the new plan the Treasury 
authorities have gone from the extreme of profusion to 
the extreme of parsimony. We regret to be obliged toadd 
that there is no present prospect of any change. In the 
course of last year a commission, of which Mr. Cardwell 
was a member, was appointed to inquire into the whole 
oo of costs, and their report was presented to the 

ouse of Commons at the beginning of the present 
session. But the scale which they proposed has not 
been, and is not likely to be, adopted. It varies indeed 
80 little from that which is now in force as to be hardly 
distinguishable from it. We have only to repeat that 
in the meantime justice is frequently defeated in con- 
sequence of this mistaken economy, and that the longer 
the Treasury adheres to its present scale, the more 
7 are such failures of justice likely to become. 

much for the costs of witnesses for the Crown. 

But another question has been a good deal discussed of 
; and that is, whether provision should not be made 

in certain cases for the costs of witnesses for the 
prisoner. It frequently happens that prisoners while 
on their trial state, that if they had the means of 
bringing forward certain witnesses they could prove 
innocence ; and such assertions tend to produce a 
painful x ey on the audience, for although they 
are probably false they may possibly be true. It is a 
grievous hardship that an innocent man should be con- 
Vieted because his poverty prevents him from proving 
the truth; and yet, on the other hand, were witnesses 
allowed to be brought forward on behalf of’ prisoners 
in every case at the public expense, it is easy to see that 
the privilege might, and in all probability would, be 
greatly abused. ‘There was a deal of evidence 
given upon this subject before Mr. Phillimore’s com- 
mittee; and the result appears to be, that provided 





proper means are taken to prevent abuses, it is desirable 
that in certain cases witnesses for the prisoner should 
be paid at the public expense. In Scotland if a repre- 
sentation is made before the trial that there is an 
important witness for the prisoner, and that the latter 
is unable to pay his expenses, the Crown officers, if 
think the application a reasonable one, are empowi 

to make an allowance for the purpose. With some 
precaution of a similar kind the like boon might be ex- 
tended to prisonersin England. Perhaps the committing 
magistrate would be the most competent authority to 
decide whether a prisoner had reasonable grounds for 
claiming the assistance in question. 

There is still another subject connected with criminal 
prosecutions, which we are somewhat surprised does not 
seem to have at all engaged the attention of Mr. Philli- 
more’s committee. e mean the question which has 
frequently been raised of recent years, as to whether or 
not innocent persons who have been erroneously con- 
victed and punished, are entitled to compensation at the 
hands of the State; and we would remark with reference 
to this subject, that the conviction of innocent persons 
occurs more frequently than the public are aware of, 
It is only the more remarkable instances that are 
brought under their notice; but those who are 
practically conversant with the administration of the 
criminal law, know that many cases occur of which the 
public hear nothing. Now it appears to us that a per- 
son who has been convicted and punished, and who is 
afterwards proved to be innocent, is entitled to compen- 
sation in some shape or another. A more griéyous 
wrong cannot be committed than to inflict punishment 
upon an innocent person; yet it is one for which the law 
provides no remedy. It is otherwise in France, and in 
various other countries, where compensation is publicly 
made to individuals who have been mien Ys con- 
demned to suffer punishment; and this course of 
proceeding appears to be reasonable and just; for if the 
law commits a wrong, the law should also find a 
remedy. It is true that in England compensation 
is sometimes given, but the law prescribes neither 
the mode nor theamount, It is entirely at the discretion 
of the executive Government whether it shall be awarded 
or not ; or, to speak more to the point, it depends en- 
tirely upon the amount of influence brought to bear on 
the Home Office with reference to each particular case. 
‘The other day a woman was tried at Liverpool, charged 
with passing bad money. It was proved that the mone 
was good, and she was of course immediately acquitted, 
But she had been in prison some seven or eight weeks 

revious to the trial, and the matter was mentioned in 
-arliament, when the Home Secretary stated that he 
thought it was a case for compensation. We haye just 
learned that the victim of this false accusation is to re- 
ceive a hundred pounds. 

Now we have no objection to this poor woman re- 
ceiving compensation on account of her unjust impri- 
sonment. But if she is entitled to be compensated, how 
much more so is an innocent person who has been actu- 
ally convicted and punished by transportation or penal 
servitude, or even by six moti. 4 of hard labour? We 
have known not one, but many such cases, in which no 
compensation whatever was awarded, unless the mockery 
of a “free pardon” to a person who has been proved 
to be innocent can be deemed such. It is surely time 
that some definite rule should be laid down upen this 
subject. We do not doubt the sincere desire of the 
executive authorities to do justice to injured parties in 
all cases that are properly brought before them. But 
certain cases are never brought before them at all; and, 
moreover, questions of this nature ought not to be de- 
termined according to the discretion of any individual, 
whatever his position and character may be, Any per- 
son who can prove that he has been unjustly convicted 
and punished, ought to be able to claim compensati 
not as a matter of grace and favour, but as a matter of 
right and justice. 
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PALACE OF JUSTICE. 


The Report of her Majesty’s Commissioners on- the 
concentration of the superior courts and offices having 
now appeared at full in the columns of this Journal, we 
are ina position to offer some comment on the plan 

ro} The Commissioners pronounce unanimously 
in favour of concentration, they recommend a site, and 
point out sufficient funds obtainable for the purpose. On 
the face of the Report the suggested scheme appears so 
plain and easy, the advantages of a concentration of all 
our law buildings are shown to be so great, the site 
selected is so appropriate for all requirements, and the 
means are so obviously available, that nothing seems to 
be wanting except the necessary authority of Parliament 
to carry it at once into effect. A measure of such a vast 
and important character, however, cannot be expected 
to pass without great opposition; and its supporters 
must be prepared to exert all their efforts in order to 
bring it to a successful issue. The principal opposition, 
so far as it can be anticipated at present, seems likely to 
arise from the following sources : from persons whose in- 
terests will be affected by the change; from those who 
advocate some rival plan for rendering the courts 
efficient, without substantially altering their present 
arrangement ; and in a lesser degree from the common 
feeling always enlisted in favour of the existing order 
of thi strengthened as it is in this instance by the 
old and venerable associations connected with the ad- 
ministration of the law at Westminster. These grounds 
of opposition, taken separately, may not perhaps in- 
fluence a large number of opinions; but as their 
combined effect may be formidable, it will be as well to 
give them a brief consideration before any comment on 
the plan itself. 

The feeling of disinclination to change, will, of 
course, be armed with all the usual arguments against 
change in general; but these may be sufficiently met by 
the arguments of the same general kind in favour of it, 
which, on this occasion, seem to apply with unusual 
force. A change of locality may be expected to operate 
with a body corporate, as with an individual, as a 
remedy for many inveterate complaints, and to infuse 
new life and vigour into the whole system. .On a new 
soil, and amidst new associations, things will appear in 
a new light; many bad habits of ancient date will not 
bear the contact with new circumstances, and will be 
readily shaken off with the change. We may deplore 
the severance from old associations as a matter of 
sentiment ; but sentiment only, and not any material 
interest, will suffer by the loss. The law gains no 
prestige with the public from the residence of the courts 
at Westminster; while some of the most curious and 
mischievous technicalities of the law have entirely 
derived their persistence from the soil in which they 
were rooted. 

The rival plans for the accommodation of the courts 
are entitled to be weighed strictly according to their 
merits. Those which have been as yet put forward 
have received full consideration at the hands of the 

issioners. The plan advanced by Lincoln's-inn 
for providing efficient accommodation for the courts of 
equity within its own precincts, though apparently ade- 
quate for the limited purpose proposed by it, seems 
justly condemned by the Commissioners as tending to 
the permanent isolation of the practice of equity from 
the rest of the law, and to the perpetuation of all the 
evils we now suffer under from the disconnection of 
the courts. The advantages both in character and pro- 
sperity which Lincoln's-inn has derived hitherto trom 
having afforded a domicile to the courts of equity with- 
in its own boundaries, are great and manifest, and might 
naturally be supposed to influence the society in pro- 
moting a plan for converting that domicile into a per- 
manent residence. ‘The plan proposed by the College 
of Advocates for the acconimodation of the New Pro- 
bate and Divorce Courts and their Registries at Doctors’ 





Commons, is open to the same objections, but is certai 
not attributable to the same allowable motive of 
aggrandizing their own society. The plan, so far as it 
concerns the College, is simply to sell their property to 
the Government, and to divide the purchase-mo 
amongst the individual members, who thus propose to 
appropriate for their own private benefit funds which, 
until the recent Act of Parliament authorizing them 
to effect this object, were impressed with an honour. 
able trust for the maintenance and cultivation of the 
civil law. 

The persons who may be expected to oppose the 
new scheme on account of their interest in the mainten.- 
ance of the courts in their present localities, may be 
described as those members of the profession who, hay- 
ing business in the House of Lords, in Parliamen 
committees, and before the judicial committee of the 
Privy Council, have also engagements at the same time 
in the courts at Westminster. Their objection to the 
separation of the courts in which they practise, would 
at any rate show their opinion of the advantages of 
concentration so far as it at present extends; and the 
should bear in mind that the scheme is proposed wi 
the view of conferring the same advantages in a greater 
degree elsewhere. At present, a considerable number, 
including the leading members of the bar, and a still 
larger proportion of the solicitors and Parliamentary 
agents practising in the first-mentioned courts, restrict 
their practice exclusively to those courts; and this is 
more especially the case as regards the higher class of 
business there practised. ‘To these the proposed change 
would work no detriment, but would rather be advan- 
tageous. The separation of the courts in question might 
make this distinctive line of practice more marked; 
and the public might find some difficulty in future 
in obtaining the services of skilful Nisi Prius advo- 
cates on election petitions. It seems that the possi- 
bility of moving some of these courts has not been 
suggested ; they were omitted from the number of 
those subjected to the inquiry of the Commissioners. 
The Law Lords might sails think it beneath their 
dignity to accept an invitation to sit out of their own 
house; but the hg are rapidly approaching the 
conviction that their services, as a court of appeal, 
might be dispensed with. The Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council need not be embarrassed by a simi- 
lar scruple, and might be accommodated, with a due 
regard for their dignity, in a new position. 

By whatever motives opposition may be instigated, 
the open discussion of the new plan will of course turn 
on its general expediency, and the proposed means of 
carrying it out. ‘She gist of the question of general 
expediency seems to lie in the effect it will have upon 
the interests of the public. The Commissioners point 
this out clearly; “Of all parties,” says the Report, 
“none is ultimately so largely interested as the public 
itself, for which alone, judges and officers, barristers . 
and attorneys, courts and offices are provided.” A con- 
centrated form of justice is in truth demanded, not -for 
the ease of the profession, but in the interest of 
public. However intricate the law may become, or at 
whatever expense of time and labour it may be practised, 
the demands of the public will always command the 
necessary amount of knowledge and exertion in its pro- 
fessors. These will always obtain an exact equivalent 
for their time, labour, and talents; whereas the public 
can but obtain justice at whatever price they pay for it. 
The distinction and separation of courts involves delays, 
adjournments, and inconveniences which increase but 
do not cheapen the labours of lawyers, and propor- 
tionately increase the costs of the public in paying for 
their labours. ‘The concentratign of the courts, on the 
contrary, insures expedition, certainty, and facility in 
the conduct of business; it would save the time and la- 
bour of practitioners, and so would effect a proportionate 
reduction of expense to the public. ‘The law's delay, 
moreover, occasions a series of delays and perturbations 
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jn the suitor’s private affairs which can never be esti- 
mated; and the suspense and vexations thus engendered 
are often more bitter even than the bill of costs. 

The non-litigant public is also to be considered as 
well as the litigant public. The term public, as regards 
the courts, means not only the suitors and witnesses, 
but also such persons as come either to learn or to 
satisfy a reasonable curiosity. An essential quality of 
every English court of justice is, that it is open to the 

blic in that sense. The public is not invited to attend 
for the purpose, as some suppose, of exercising a check 
upon the administration of justice; for any attempt to 
influence the court, and even any expression of opinion 
on the part of the public, is strictly forbidden. The 
presence of the public is invited by open courts, for the 

rpose of informing itself concerning the law under 
which it lives. ith respect to the common law 
and the principles of equity, this is indeed the 
only mode of age grog provided. The judges 
are the depositories of the laws, the living oracles, 
whose responses in court, not otherwise published, 
are the law of the land; and our only knowledge 
of the laws thus delivered is by hearing, or by 
the reports of hearers. It cannot be doubted, as a 
matter of fact, that the diffusion of a knowledge of law 
amongst the public is extended by a familiarity with the 
courts, and readiness of access to them. For instance, 
the civil and ecclesiastical laws have been little known 
because administered in a remote and secluded situation; 
while everyone has a competent knowledge of criminal 
law, derived from a familiarity with criminal courts, where 
his attendance is foquasily attracted for the pur- 
poses of curiosity or amusement, and is occasionally 
compelled by duty. If, then, it be deemed advisable to 
diffuse a general Snowledge of law amongst the public, 
above all things the courts of law should be open, con- 

icuous, and easy of access. How eminently would 
these requirements be satisfied by the concentration of 
all our courts in one central position, where the public 


might survey at a glance the entire administration of 
the law ! 
A concentration of the courts would also be attended 


by a more general and equable knowledge of law in the 
profession. An extended practice would lead to wider 
and more general views; one branch of the law would 
be more copiously enriched with illustrations and prin- 
ciples drawn from other branches, and the whole would 
be harmonized and rendered uniform. Barristers and 
solicitors would probably, as a general rule, still confine 
their practice to the several branches of the law as at 
present ; but the practitioners in one set of courts would 
no longer live contentedly in ignorance of the simplest 
legal rules administered in the neighbouring courts, 
and would at least be constantly reminded of the fact 
of their existence. 

To students of law, the concentration of the coxrts 
would, we think, afford an invaluable assistance. If 


' we were asked to give advice to a young man as to the 


mode of qualifying himself for the profession of the 
law, we should impress upon him that whatever regu- 
lar course of legal education he proposed to adopt, 
public lectures or private tuition, and whatever career 
in the law he proposed to follow—whether the practice of 

courts, or practice in chambers—one thing was need- 
ful and essential from the first moment of entering 
upon his studies—namely, a constant and assiduous at- 
tendance upon the courts. He will here look face to face 
upon the object of his studies in its living form. 
Books are only the reflection of the law—* the mirror 
of justice ;” and the study of the reflection in a mirror 

uires constant reference to the original to supply 
defects, and check misconceptions. ‘The student, there- 
fore, should avail himself of every opportunity of 
observing the law in actual progress. Met him study 
the courts for the reality, and turn to his books only 
by way of guidance and explanation. ‘The observation 
ofa few minutes in a court, even though it be super- 





ficial, will often furnish a text for the reading of many 
hours; but the spark of living law will illuminate the 
obscurity of the books, and will fill with light what 
before seemed dark and inexplicable. At present, how- 
ever, the study of law can be conducted after this practical 
fashion only with great labour, energy, and enterprise. 
The courts lie scattered in opposite directions, and at 
great distances; some in aa obscure positions, and 
with such forbidding approaches, that the student re- 
mains uncertain even of their whereabouts, and is thus 
induced to think that the law administered in them must 
be equally obscure and unimportant. It is obvious how 
much the pursuit of law would be facilitated by a con- 
centration of the courts in one place. Here the whole 
of the law would lie open to the student, as it were, 
in a book, page after pase of which might be entered 
upon in succession. Every topic would be seen at once 
in its natural order and prominence, and no elaborate 
index would be necessary as a guide to its position. 

In considering the new scheme it must always be 
borne in mind, that material necessities considerably 
limit the choice of action, if they do not effectually ex- 
clude any other course than that proposed by the 
Commissioners. The equity courts are at present 
accommodated at Lincoln’s-inn as tenants at will only of 
that society. Some of them are reported as utterly 
unfit for the purpose, and immediate measures are 
recommended for their temporary improvement. The 
common law courts at Westminster are reported as 
very inadequate for the business transacted there, and 
an enlargement and improvement is deemed absolutely 
necessary. The continuance of these courts in their 
present form have, indeed, become an architectural 
impossibility, by reason of the different style of the 
buildings of the new Palace of Parliament which now 
surround them. 

The Courts of Divorce and Probate and the —— 
Courts can scarcely be said to be-provided for at all, 
and peremptorily demand some permanent local settle- 
ment. Increased registries for these courts are eee 
required, and are now being temporarily provided. It 
appears, therefore, that it has now become absolutely 
necessary to open new ground, and to remove or alter 
nearly all the existing courts. Economy alone would 
suggest the adoption of some general and united plan to 
comprise all the necessary requirements, independently 
of the present grand opportunity of obtaining the 
advantages of a general concentration. This opportu- 
nity now for the first time recurs since the original 
establishment of the courts at Westminster, under the 
article of Magna Charta which demanded that courts 
for civil suits should be held in some fixed place. Diffi- 
culty of access has again reached the pitch of a denial 
of justice ; and we are again contending for the same 
principle in urging that the courts shall be collected 
together in one central spot. 

Ve forbear at present from entering into the practical 
details of the report respecting the proposed site for the 
new courts, and the funds applicable to the purpose ; we 
should also have liked to add a few words respecting the 
style and design of the proposed building: but 
considerations seem at present rather premature and 
subsidiary to the object of carrying the main principle 
of the report. We shall probably have some future 
opportunities of recurring to these matters. In conelu- 
sion, we earnestly hope that the report itself will be 
studied as widely, and with as much care as its import- 
ance merits, not only by the profession, but more parti- 
cularly by the public at large, and that it may prepare 
the way to the erection of a Palace of Justice worthy 
of the abode of English law. 


- i aa - - 
THE LAW OF PROPERTY ACT. 
Mr, C, E, Jemmett, a member of the bar, and grandson of 


Lord St. Leonards, has published a very useful edition of his 
lordship's Act of the present session, to further amend the Law 
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of Property. The following extra&t will at once afford our 
readers some useful information, and enable them to judge for 
themselves of the merits of Mr. Jemmett's performance:— 


The 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, contains several important 
enactments concerning the law of judgments ; restriction of 
the effect of waiver; scintilla juris; investment of trust monies; 
and claims to the estates of intestates ; with other provisions of 
minor interest. In some measure this Act is connected with 
the Law of Property and Trustee Relief Act of the preceding 
session (22 & 23 Vict. c. 35).* That Act has been so fully 
and ably explained by other writers, that any comment upon 
it would be superfluous. Yet the later Act contains many in- 
dependent provisions of immediate importance to the practi- 
tioner, in respect of which some brief explanatory observations 
may not be unacceptable. 


1, The first section enacts that no judgment to be entered up 
after the passing of the Act shall affect any land of whatever 
tenure as to a bond fide purchaser for valuable consideration or 
a mortgagee (whether such purchaser or mortgagee have notice 
or not), unless a writ shail have been issued and registered 
before the execution of the conveyance or mortgage to him, and 
the payment of the purchase or mortgage money by him. And 
it is provided that no judgment to be entered up after the pass- 
ing of the Act, nor any writ of execution thereon, shall affect 
any land of whatever tenure as to a bond Jide purchaser or 
mortgagee, although execution shall have issued and have been 
duly registered, unless such execution shall be executed and 
put in force within three calendar months from the time when 
it was registered. 

The preamble states the object of this provision, namely, to 
place freehold, copyhold, and customary estates on the same 
footing with leasehold estates in respect to judgments as against 
purchasers and mortgagees, and also to enable purchasers and 
mortgagees of estates, whether freehold, copyhold or customary, 
or leasehold, to ascertain when execution has issued on any 
oe a ag and to protect them against delay in the execution of 

e writ 

As the law stood before the preceding enactment purchasers 
of freeholds were bound by judgments, although they had paid 
their purchase money; whereas on a sale of leascholds, unless 
execution had also been awarded, the judgment creditor was 


bound by the sale, and the purchaser was consequently safe. 
For it was held, that, notwithstanding the later Acts, the old 
law as to leaseholdscontinued in operation; Westbrook v. Blythe. 


$3 Ell. & Bl. 737. Still as the law of arrest stood previous 
to 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, it was difficult for a purchaser of lease- 
holds to ascertain the fact of a writ having been lodged with 
the sheriff; and the immunities enjoyed by leaseholds under the 
old law were in consequence materially lessened. Whatever 
objections might then have been entertained against a register of 
writs they now no longer exist. And the new law, while con- 
ferring a great boon on purchasers of freeholds and copyholds, 
will add, by the establishment of the register, new facilities in 
favour of purchasers of leascholds. 

Great disinclination has been shown by one branch of the 
Legislature to make any alteration in the law respecting judg- 
ments. The House of Lords has several times sent down to 
the House of Commons Bills containing a provision that no 
judgment should bind a bond fide purchaser for valuable con- 
sideration, unless execution thereon had been executed before 
the conveyance to him; but this provision found no favour in 
the Lower House, and was ultimately struck vut of the Bill, 
which passed as 22 & 23 Vict.c. 35. In consequence of this 
last rejection the clause was modified to the form in which— 
after passing through the ordeal of several divisions—it has 
just received the assent of Parliament; but with the addition of 
the words, “to be entered up after the passing of this Act,” 
which words were introduced in the House of Commons to pre- 
vent the section from having a retrospective effect. It will, 
theretore, still be necessary to search for judgments entered up 
previous to 23rd July, 1860, as heretofore. 


2. The second section simply provides that the writ of exe- 
cution is to be registered by means of a memorandum referring 
to the judgment previously registered, and connecting the regis- 
try of the writ of execution therewith, and otherwise in like 
manner as judgments are registered. 


3. The third section, for the better and more certain ee: 


* Both these » Acta were fame an carried by Lord St Leonards, The 
Act of the present session was at first attributed to the Lord Chancellor, 
whose name was on the back of the Hill. ig aya any oe Spr or 
Chancellor having presented the Bill to the House in the absence and at 
ths soqnest of Lect St. Leonards, 





tion of heirs and executors against unregistered judgm 
enacts that no judgment which has not already pelt or spare 
shall not hereafter be entered or docketed under the severa} 
Acts now in force, and which passed subsequently to 4 & 5 
Will. & Mary, c. 20, so as to bind lands, tenements, heredita. 
ments, as against purchasers, mortgagees, or creditors, shall 
have any preference against heirs, executors, or administrators, 
in their administration of their ancestors’, testators’, or intes. 
tates’ estates. 


The 4 & 5 W. & M. c. 20 enacted that no judgment 
not docketed and entered in the books as thereby provided, 
should affect any lands or tenements as to purchasers or mort- 
gagees, or have any preference against heirs, executors, or ad- 
ministrators, in their administration of their ancestors’, testators, 
or intestates’ estates; and thus the law remained until the year 
1838, when 1 & 2 Vict... 110, provided that no judgment 
should, by virtue of that Act, affect any land as to “ purchasers, 
mortgagees, or creditors,” unless and until a memorandum fo 
the effect therein mentioned should be duly registered; but 
the Act did not repeat the words contained in the statute of 
Will. & Mary, namely, “ or have any preference against heirs, 
executors, or administrators, in their administration of their 
ancestors’, testators’, or intestates’ estates.” By 2 & 3 Vict. 
c. 11, it was enacted that no judgment should thereafter be 
docketed under the provisions of the statute of William & , 
but that all such dockets should be finally closed; and under 
the modern Acts, judgments are required to be registered, in 
order to bind purchasers, mortgagees, and creditors. “ It may 
be questioned,” says Mr. Justice Williams, in his work on exe- 
cutors, while treating of judgments, “ whether these enactments 
will not be attended with a serious consequence (perhaps over- 
looked by the Legislature) with reference to the subject now 
under discussion; for it may be contended. that the eftect of 
them is, that a judgment recovered subsequently to the pass- 
ing of the Act will be entitled to precedence as at common 
law in the administration of assets by an executor or ad- 
minisfrator, notwithstanding that it be neither registered, as 
prescribed by the statutes of Victoria, nor docketed, as required 
by the statute of William & Mary; because it is no longer 
possible to docket the judgment under the statute of William 
& Mary, and the only penalty imposed by the statutes of 
Victoria for neglecting to register it is, that it shall not affect 
any lands, tenements, and hereditaments. The statutes omit to 
enact (as they ought to have done in order to conform with the 
statute of William and Mary), that a jydgment not registered 
shall not have any preference against executors or adminis- 
trators in their administration of their testators’ or intestates’ 
effects.” This view of the law has since received a judicial 
sanction by the decision of the Master of the Rolls in the case 
of Fuller v. Redman, 7 W. R. 430; 5 Jur. N.S. 1046. The 
learned judge was of opinion that the old law had revived, just 
as if the statute of William and Mary had been simply re 
and held, although there was no question as to the old law that it 
was to remedy the mischief of it that the statute of William 
and Mary was passed, he had no option but to disallow the sum 
paid bond fide in discharge of simple contract debts as against 
the unregistered judgment creditor. 


The statute of William and Mary and 2 & 3 Vict. c. Il, 
were both remedial Acts, and it could hardly have been in- 
tended by the latter Act that heirs, executors, and adminis- 
trators should be left exposed to the danger pointed out. The 
word “creditors” was evidently considered by the framer of 
the later Act as providing by implication for the case which the 
Act of William and Mary had provided for by the use of the 
correlative terms “heirs, executors, and administrators;” for if 
creditors were protected, how were executors, for example, who 
are me effect creditors for them, to be affected? 


. The fourth section requires for the protection of heirs, 
suman. and administrators, re-registration every five years, 
upon the same principle as was already in force in favour of 
purchasers and mortgagees. 


There is a misprint in this section in the use of the word 

tors for %; but, fortunately, it is of no consequence, 

as the context explains it, and the other words meet every pos 
sible case. 





[Wereserve to ourselves the privilege, with Mr. Jemmett's 
permission, to present our readers n a future occasion 
some further extracts from his valuable brochure, } 
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Che Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Vacancies, &c. 


HOME CIRCUIT.—Mamsrone. 


(Before the Lorp Cuter Justice or THE QuEEN’s BENCH 
and a Special Jury.) 


Berridge and Another v. Ward.—July 31.—The plaintiff in 
this action was one of the partners in the firm of Meux & Co., 
the brewers, and the defendant is an attorney. It appeared 
that both parties had purchased certain property in the 
neighbourhood of Sheerness; and the question in dispute was 

there was a right of way across a certain field called 

the Hundred Acre-fied, the contention on the part of the plain- 

tiff being that there had been a public way across the field in 
ion from time immemorial. 

The jury, in the result, found that this had been established, 
and gave a verdict for the plaintiff. 


MIDLAND CIRCUIT.—Warwicx. 
The commission was opened here by Mr. Justice Wightman 
and Mr. Justice Williams, on the 3kst instant. The calendar 
for the county contained the names of thirty-three prisoners. 


NORTHERN CIRCUIT.—Newecasrte. 

The commission for the town of Newcastle and county of 
Northumberland was opened here on the 26th instant, by 
Mr, Baron Martin and Mr. Baron Wilde. 

The town calendar contained the names of five prisoners, 
and there was an entry of five causes. The cause-list for the 
county also contained an entry of five causes. 


OXFORD CIRCUIT.—Snrewssvry. 


The commission was opened here for the county of Salop, 
on the 28th instant by Mr. Justice Byles and Mr. Justice 


The calendar contained the names of 23 prisoners, and there 
was an entry of 4 causes, one of which was marked for a special 


Mr. Timothy Crosby, of Stockton-on-Tees, has been 
appointed a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknowledg- 
ments of deeds by married women for the county of Durham, 
and for the North Riding of the county of York. 


Mr. William Hector Hudson, of Bradford, in the county of 
York, has been appointed a commissioner to administer oaths in 
the High Court of Chancery. 

Mr. Learoyd, of the firm of Messrs. Floyd & Learoyd, of 
Huddersfield and Holmfirth, was appointed clerk to the magis- 
trates at Holmfirth, vacant by the resignation of Mr. Martin 
Kidd, who has held the office for a period of twenty-one years, 
and had resigned in consequence of failing health. 

_ Mr. Thomas Oliver, of No. 11, Old Jewry Chambers, Old Jewry, 

in the City of London, has been appointed a commissioner to 

take oaths in the Courts of Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and 
mer. 

Mr. John Thomas Reynolds, of High Wycombe, has been 
appointed a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknowledg- 
ments of deeds by married women for the county of Bucks; 
and he has also been appointed a commissioner to administer 
oaths in the High Court of Chancery. 

Mr. George Taylor, of Staleybridge, has been appointed a 
a commissioner for taking the acknowledgments of 


by married women in the counties of Lancaster and 
Chester. 


~<A 
> 


Parliament and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, July 27. 
CORONERS. 


Lord CuetmsrorD moved the second readin 
Which had come up to their lordships from the 





of this Bill, 
ouse of Com- 


Mons, and said it had been framed in conformity with the recom- 





mendations of the Royal commission. The Bill had a twofold 
object; it regulated the election of county coroners, and also 
altered the mode of remunerating them. It provided that the 
salary of coroners should in future be calculated upon the 
average of their fees and emoluments for the previous five years, 
If the magistrates and the coroner could not agree the decision 
was to be left to the Home Secretary. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR approved of the change propos 
to be made in the payment of coroners. When he had the 
honour to hold the office of Chief Justice of the Queen’s 
Bench frequent complaints were made of coroners holding in- 
quests unnecessarily, and still more of justices refusing to pay 
them. It could not be doubted that in cases where there was 
not the slightest susyicion of a violent death coroners had held 
inquests which had violated the feelings of the survivors. This 
practice ought to be checked. 

Earl Powis thought, under clause 4, the expenses of coun- 
ties would be increased, as coroners were to receive a salary 
founded on the average of the last five years. He thought it 
objectionable that the salaries of coroners should be changed 
every five years. It would be well to extend the term for re- 
vision to ten years. Such constant changes would do away 
with the benefit derivable from paying coroners by a fixed 
salary, instead of by fees, 

Lord Dungannon thought the Bill would introduce a great 
improvement in the present system. He approvea payment by 
salary ; but with reference to the election of coroners, he thought 
it would have been much better that the magistrates of the 
county should elect rather than the freeholders generally. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR observed that coroners from the 
most ancient times, from the period of the Conquest, were elec- 
ted by the freeholders, and he should certainly object to take 
the franchise from them. 

The bill was then read a second time. 


Monday, July 30. 
Crown Lanps anp DEBTS, 


Lord St. LEonarps called attention to the present state of 
the law with regard to adverse possession against the Crown 
and the Duchy of Cornwall, and to the effect of Crown debts 
upon purchasers. The noble and learned lord stated at some 
length the technicalities of the subject, and suggested that the 
Government should introduce a Bill to correct a decision of the 
Court of Exchequer, by which a return to the Duchy of 
Cornwall, though only of “nil,” prevented the operation of the 
ordinary law of sixty years’ possession, precluding a question 
of title;. and, at the same time extending certain Acts of 
William IV., which now only affected duchy lands, to lands 
belonging to the Crown. 

The LorpD CHANCELLOR was understood to say that, while 
he thought his noble and learned friend had exaggerated the 
hardship of the present law, he would willingly support any 
relaxation of the system that was consistent with the safety of 
the public interests. The course which had been pursued, as to 
the discharge of Crown bonds showed the disposition of the 
Government to consult the convenience of individuals. For- 
merly the discharge of a bond could be obtained only by a long 
and expensive process, The cost of the process in the case of 
Excise and Customs’ bonds was now, however, reduced to 2s. 6d., 
and the Government had a Bill now before their lordships’ 
House to place the discharge of all bonds on the same footing. 








County Courts. 


Lord BrouGHaM, in moving for certain returns connected 
with the business transacted in the county courts, said that no 
less than 738,000 suits were commenced in those courts in one 
year. The amount of money claimed in those suits was 
£1,900,000, and the sum recovered £970,000. These figures 
alone indicated the vast importance of this local jurisdiction. 
The number of actions commenced in the superior courts last 
year was 86,277. He found that in the County Courts there 
were in one year 3,631 suits for sums between £20 and £50, 
while in the superior courts there were only 378 cases, The 
great importance of the County Court jurisdiction could not, 
therefore, be overrated. And in connection with this subject 
he would call his noble and learned friend’s attention to a sug- 
gestion which he made many years ago in that place, he meant 
the expediency from time to time of promoting County Court 
judges. In the first place, it would give them access to 
highest ability and the greatest learning in the profession—to 
much greater learning and much higher ability than they were 
likely to obtain if these County Court judges had no prospect 
whatever of further advancement. But there was another 
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argument in favour of the suggestion he had made. No one 
who knew Westminster-hall would deny that there was always 
very great difficulty in determining whether those promoted to 
the bench were suited by judicial qualities for that position. 
The only test they had was generally a very fallacious one as 
to judicial fitness—namely, success at the bar. A man, as 
every day's experience showed, might be very eminent as an 
advocate without being equally distinguished as a judge. 
Many a person most distinguished at the bar had disappointed 
expectations on the bench. But ina county court they saw 
men displaying judicial qualities of great splendour and dis- 
tinction, and if they found that a judge was greatly preferred 
by suitors because he gave satisfaction in that important office, 
they had an excellent test whereby to determine his capacity 
for judicial duty. He hoped his noble and learned friend on 
the woolsack would give his best attention to this subject. 
The noble and learned lord concluded by moving for the 
returns of which he had given notice. 


The returns were ordered. 


STIPENDIARY MAGISTRATES. 


Lord DENMAN, in whose name notice of motion for the 
second reading of this Bill stood upon the paper, moved—the 
Bill having come up to the House after the 26th of July, after 
which, in accordance with the standing orders of the House, 
Bills, unless of an urgent nature, will not be read a second time 
—the following resolution, That as regards the Stipendiary 
Magistrates Bill the difficulties attending the execution of the 
office of justice of the peace in unincorporated populous and 
increasing towns and places constitute circumstances of such 
real urgency as to render the immediate consideration of the 
said Bill necessary, 

Lord RepEsDALE thought his noble friend had not made out 
any case which would justify the House in departing from the 
resolution which had been adopted with regard to the period 
after which Bills, unless of an urgent character, would not be 
read a second time. 

Earl GRANVILLE understood that it was by mere inadver- 
tence as to a point of form that the noble lord had been pre- 
vented from placing the notice on the paper in sufficient time. 
It was for their lordships to consider, under such circumstances, 
whether they would be disposed to suspend the standing 
order. 

After some discussion, the resolution was negatived without 
a division. 

Tuesday, July 31. 
DeBTors IN THE QUEEN'S PRISON. 


Lord Broveuam referred to the case of debtors in custody in 
the Queen’s Prison, who complained that the Act for the 
arrangement of the claims of creditors upon debtors had been so 
construed as not to apply to a debtor in actual custody. His 
lordship brought in a Bill to explain and amend the Act in 
question, so as to make it apply to debtors in actual custody, as 
well as to other debtors. He trusted that, under the circum- 
stances of the case, the House would not refuse to waive its 
standing orders, and allow the measure to pass this session. 


FELOXY AND MISDEMEANOUR. 


On the motion of Lord Brovexam this Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 
CORONERS. 


This Bill as amended was reported. 


Thursday, August 2, 
JUDICIAL STATISTICS. 
Lord Brovenam moved for a copy of the report of the Inter- 
national Statistical Congress on judicial statistics. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Marriace Law 1x Scorcann. 
This Vill passed through committee. 


Drsrors axp Crepirors Act AMENDMENT, 


Lord Brovonam moved the following resolution :-—* That 
as regards the Deltors and Creditors Act Amendment 
bill, inasmuch as persons in actual eustody who were to be 
released by the Vankruptey Bill lately withdrawn had relied 
upon that Bill being proceeded with, and had not considered 
any anvndment of the Debtors and Creditors Act was required, 
the circumstances which require legislation on the subject-mnt- 





ter of the said Bill are of such urgency as to render the imme. 
diate consideration of the same necessary.” 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On the motion of Lord BroueHay, the Bill was then read 
second time. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, July 27. 
ENDOWED CHARITIES. 


Mr. Lowe moved the second reading of this Bill, the object 
of which, he said, was to do away with the expenses incurred 
by charities for the administrative relief received from the 
Court of Chancery and other tribunals. A public charity, 
unlike other institutions, constantly required some assistance 
from courts of Jaw. Endowed with perpetuity, it had 4 
tendency to fall into disorder unless corrected by some power 
outside itself. Since 1853 that duty had been performed 
the Court of Chancery, the County Courts, and the Court of 
Bankruptcy. The County Courts and the Court of Bank. 
tuptey were put in motion by the Board of Charity 
Commissioners, and their jurisdiction extended to the sum of 
£30. Above that amount the jurisdiction was placed in the 
Court of Chancery. The three main provisions of the Bill 
were—first, to raise the jurisdiction exercised by the County 
Courts from £30 to £50; secondly, to give the Charity Con- 
missioners power to give the same relief as County Courts up 
to £50; and, thirdly, to enable the same parties to administer 
equitable relief above £50, but only on application by at least 
a majority of the trustees. 

Mr. Knicur said that the Bill contained a principle to which 
the House had on various occasions refused to give its assent, 
It gave the Board of Charity Commissioners absolute power to 
turn out all or any of the trustees of the small charities in the 
kingdom, without any public inquiry. The Charity Commis. 
sioners were struggling to obtain a great and irresponsible 
power, and he moved that the Bill be read a third time that day 
three months. 

Major Stuart seconded the amendment. 

Lord Gatway should support the Bill on the principle of 
giving the Charity Commissioners something to do. 
charities of the kingdom would be in quite as good hands 
when in theirs as in the hands of the Attorney-General und the 
Court of Chancery. ‘ 

The usual arrangements were made for a division, but the 
amendment was not pressed. 


The Bill was then read a second time. 


New Writ. 


On the motion of Mr. Branp, a new writ was ordered to be 
issued for an election in the borough of Stafford, in the room 
of Mr. Wise, resigned. 


RieLE VOLUNTEER CoRPs. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed, 


Tuesday, July 31. 
Arrorneys, Soxicirors, & CERTIFICATED CONVEYANCERS. 


Mr. Murray presented a petition from attorneys and solicitors 
of Bath, Cheltenham, Daventry, Dover, Canterbury, Hastings, 
Lewes, Berwick-on-Tweed, Bridgnorth, Kidderminster, Leo- 
minster, Ely, Eye, Grantham, Cardiff, Chesterfield, Hay, Hunt- 
ingdon, Macclesfield, Malton, Chippenham, and Banbury, pray- 
ing that this Bill may pass into a law. 


PLEA ON INDICTMENTS. 


Mr. DenmAN presented a petition from the recorders of Bir- 
mingham and Warwick, and also from magistrates and citizens 
of Bristol, in favour of this Bill. 


Wednesday, August 1, 
Attorneys, Sonicitors, & CERTIFICATED CONVRYANCERS 

The committee on this Bill was resumed to-day, Mr, Massey 
in the chair. 

On clause 19, which proposed that the amount certified om 
taxation of a bill of costs shonld carry interest if not paid 
within three months, 

Mr. FE. Jamus said he had an amendment to propose, which 
was that the clause should be altogether omitted from the Bill 
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Mr. Murray said he would consent to that clause being with- 
drawn. 

The clause was accordingly negatived. 

Clause 20, empowering the Court of Chancery to order pay- 
ment of interest on costs in certain cases, was agreed to without 
disoussion, and ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

On clause 21, which proposed that an attorney or solicitor 
should have a lien for costs on property recovered, subject to 
the discretion of the Court, 

Mr. E, James said he would move that the clause be struck 
out of the Bill, He understood that the clause would be with- 
drawn by the hon. member tor Newcastle-under-Lyne. 


Mr. Murray opposed the motion. 

On a division being called by the Chairman, 

Mr. JAmEs said he would not trouble the committee to divide; 
put on the question being put, after the usual time had elapsed, 
that the clause stand part of the Bill, Mr. John Locke and other 
hon. members said “No,” and consequently the committee 
divided, when there appeared 


The clause was consequently struck out of the Bill. 

On clause 22, making provision for costs in matters of lunacy, 
in case of the death of lunatic, 

Mr, Matis said he wished to state, in reference to the divi- 
sion which had just taken place, that he believed the clause had 
been negatived by the general consent of the committee, with a 
view of another clause, having the same object, though in a 
much more modified form, being brought up on the report. 

Mr. Bristow said he understood the hon. and learned mem- 
ber for Marylebone (Mr. E. James) had opposed the clause on 
the ground of the principle which it contained. 

i e clause was agreed to, and ordered to stand part of the 

Clause 23, providing that all future authorities to administer 
oaths or take acknowledgments should be registered, was 
agreed to, and ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

Clause 24, providing for registration of existing authorities. 
On the bgneenon that the clause be agreed to, 

Mr, Murray proposed an amendment, by the insertion of the 
words “and the places of business of such persons” after the 
words “a list of the persons having such authorities and ap- 
peintments as aforesaid, with the particulars thereof.” 

The amendment and the clause were agreed to, and ordered 
to stand part of the Bill. 

Clause 25, authorising any two of the chief justices and chief 
baron, jointly with the Master of the Rolls, to make regulations 
aad acts was agreed to, and ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

Clause 26, which contained a provision enabling other: than 
attorneys to actin relation to suits, matters, or proceedings, 

27, confining the Act to England and Wales, unless 
somewhere otherwise provided, and 

Clause 28, providing that the Act 6 & 7 Vict.c. 73, and this 
Act should be construed together, were severally agreed to, and 
érdered to stand part of the Bill. 

The following clauses, which were printed in red ink, were 
tad read a second time, and ordered to be added to the 


_ To follow clause 14:—A provision that the registrar's cer- 
tifieate should, after the 15th of November next, be made the 
stamped certificate of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue; 
also, that the amount of stamp duty should be determined by 
the place of business; also, that the declaration on applying for 
the registrar’s certificate should be in duplicate, that one copy 
should be left with the commissioners, and that certain fees 
should be paid for the registrar’s certificate, and for the exami- 
mations authorised by the Act; also, that the certificate should 
be entered with the registrar, the commissioners in every year 
ter the 15th of February to supply all particulars where 
stamped before the 2nd of January preceding; also where 
amped after the Ist of Ji 'y the certificate should be pro- 
by the party, and be entered within a month; also, that 
should bear a date as to when they determined; also, 

that the Law List should be prima facie evidence in all courts 
the persons named therein were attorneys or solicitors hold- 

ing certificates; and also, that in case of neglect for a year to 
ln certificate, an order of the Court or a judge should be 


. 








To follow clause 26:—A provision that stamped certificates 
should not be issued to conveyancers under the Bar, without 
the benchers of the inns of court grenting permission for that 
year to take out such certificate. 

Mr. Mowsraxy moved the following clause:—* That all 
persons who, previously to the passing of this Act, shall -have 
been duly admitted and enrolled attorneys or solicitors of the 
Courts of the Counties Palatine of Lancaster and Durham, or 
either of them, shall and may be admitted and enrolled attor- 
neys and solicitors of the High Court of Chancery, and in her 
Majesty’s superior courts of law at Westminstef, in pursuance 
of the provisions of this Act, without further examination, upon 
payment of such fees and duty as by law required :—Provided 
always, that such admission and enrolment be perfected on or 
before the first day of Trinity Term, 1861.” The hon. gentle- 
man said it was not necessary that he should say anything in 
reference to the clause. It had formed: part of the Bill which 
had been passed through that House, arid sent to the Lords, 
where it still stood for a second reading. 

The clause was read a second time, and added to the Bill. 

The schedules and the preamble were agreed to. 

Mr. Murray said there were some more new clauses on the 
notice paper in the name of the hon. and learned member for 
Ayr borough (Mr. Craufurd), but he was not present to move 
the second reading of them. 

The Chairman left the chair, and the House resumed. 

On the question that the report be read on Wednesday next, 
the 8th instant, : 

Mr. HENtEY said he wished to ask the hon. member (Mr. 
Murray) who had charge of this Bill—it having gone through 
committee without hon. members knowing what had been done 
or in what shape it was left—whether he would consent fo its 
being reprinted and distributed before the report was read. He 
did not know whether hon. members were in possession of more 
information than he had gathered as to what had been done 
with all the clauses in red ink, but he knew that it was in- 
tended to propose alterations and amendments, all of which 
had been passed over. Further, he should be glad to learn 
whether the engagement made with the conveyancers had been 
faithfully kept or not. He believed it had not, and the Bill, as 
it stood, would work an injustice to them. The whole pro- 
ceeding had taken him by surprise. 

Mr. Murray said he had been as much taken by surprise as 
the hon. gentleman who had just spoken. He had on the notice 
paper several amendments to various clauses which he had been 
anxiously waiting to propose at the proper moment; but either 
from a want of hearing the questious put, or the low tone in 
which they had been put, those clauses had been, from a desire 
he supposed, of getting rapidly through the Bill, passed without 
his having had an opportunity of moving more than one amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MALtns said there could be no doubt these clauses had 
been gone through in a manner not at all expected by those 
hon. members who had notices on the paper. Ths tes as much 
as any other hon. member surprised to find the Bill had 
through committee. Under the circumstances it would be ab- 
solutely necessary that the Bill should be reprinted, in order 
that all the new clauses might be well considered before the 
report was received on Wednesday next. 

Sir W. Coprineron said, though he was not a lawyer, he 
could not help saying that he also felt great surprise at 
had taken place, and therefore he must join in requesting tha t 
the Bill be reprinted. 

Mr. Murray rose to justify his conduct, but on order being 
called, the hon. member resumed his seat, and Wednesday next 
was then agreed to for bringing up the report of amendments. 


NOTICES OF MOTION. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, August 7. 
Cuancery EvVIpENcE. 


Lord Sr. Luonarps to call the attention of the House tothe 
two reports of the Royal Commissioners on the mode of taking 
evidence in the Court of Chancery. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, August 6. 
Puea on INDICTMENTS. 
This Bill will be read a second time. 
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Trustees, MortcaGers, &c. 
Drvorce Coort. 
Law anv Equity. 
These Bills wil] also be read a second time. 


Tuesday, August 7. 
Roman CATHOLIC CHARITIES. 
The committee appointed to meet. 


a ——~+—_--- — 


Recent Becisions. 


EQUITY. 
{Zquity, by J. Narren Hicarns, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ; Common Law, 
by James Sreruen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 
22 & 23 Vicr. c. 35—Oprmnion AND DrrEcTION oF CouRT. 
Re Barrington's Estate, 8 W. R., V. C. W., 577. 


Lord St. Leonards’ Act of last year, as our readers are aware, 
contained a clause (s. 30) enabling any trustee, executor, or 
administrator, without the institution of a suit, to apply to an 
equity judge in a summary way. either by petition or upon a 
written statement at chambers, for the opinion, advice,or direc- 
tion of such judge on any question respecting the management 
of the trust property. The equity judges, however, do not 
appear to have all taken the same view as to the mode of 
obtaining such opinion, advice, or direction. In a former case, 
Re Muggeridge’s Trusts (8 W. R. 234), Wood, V.C., laid down 
the rule, that any petition presented under this section should 
contain within itself all the necessary statements to enable the 
Court to form its opinion, and that no affidavits ought to be 
filed for the purpose of explaining the allegations contained 
in the petition. In the present case, therefore, the Vice-Chan- 
cellor refused to make any order upon such a petition, where it 
was presented by the trustees of a marriage settlement, and 
sought the direction of the Court as to expending a portion of 
the trust fund in permanent improvements upon land purchased 
by the trustees under the trusts of the settlement. The ground 
of his Honour’s opinion was, that the question involved “was 
purely one of detail, and could not be decided without the use 
of affidavits, which was precluded by the statute; and further 
that the Court could not properly exercise any control over the 
subject-matter. Owing to this important necessary feature in 
petitions presented under the Act, the section enabling them to 
be presented has not been made so much use of by practitioners 
as was expected when the Act was passed. 


COMMON LAW. 


PRACTICE—OBJECTIONS TO PLEADINGS—AIDER BY PLEAD- 
tmNG OVER. 


Horton v. M‘Murtry, 8 W. R., Exch., 828. 


Questions of pleading, arising for the consideration of the 
fall Court, are now more common than they were for a time 
after the Procedure Act of 1852. Then, the whole system 
was understood to have been overturned; and there was little 
encouragement to make objection to a pleading even on the 
ground of its insufficiency in law. It has been found, however, 
by experience, that so much as was useful in the ancient rules 
for pleading has not been interfered with, and questions in par- 
ticular as to what is put in issue at the trial by particular pleas, 
are far from infrequent. The present case is an instance; for 
in it, the most material matter arose, by reason of the manner 
in which one of the pleas was framed. The action was for the 
wrongful dismissal of the plaintiff from the service of the de- 
fendant; and the declaration set forth an agreement on the part 
of the plaintiff to serve faithfully for three years, and alleged 
as a breach a wrongful dismissal. One of the pleas was to the 
effect that the plaintiff “ did not serve the defendant faithfully 
as stipulated in the agreement.” And the substantial defence 
to the action was that the defendant bad been unfaithful in his 
service, thereby making it justifiable for the defendant to dis- 
miss him before the expiration! of the term agreed upon. It was 
contended, however, on behalf of the plaintiff (after a verdict 
in favour of the defendant), that evidence as to the faithfulness 
or unfaithfulness of the service, was not admissable on a plea 
which denied only what was not alleged in the declaration, 
and left unanswered the breach chaeged, viz., a wrongful dis- 
miseal; for which doctrine the case of Powell v. Bradbury 
(7 C. B. 201) was chiefly relied upon. The majority 
of the Barons admitted that the plea was an irregular 
and untechnical way of saying, “ You did not faithfully 





——<— 
serve, but are guilty of that bad service which justified 
the dismissal,” and that by reason of such i i 
it would have been amended at the expense of the defendant, 
the plaintiff had made application for that purpose at the 
proper time; but they (upon the authority of Lush v. Russell, 4 
Exch.637) that the fault was cured by the plaintiffs going down to 
trial, and there raising no objection to the evidence in support 
of the plea at the conclusion of the defendant’s case. Mr, 
Baron Bramwell, indeed, went further, and thought that an 
amendment would never have een required, but that the 
evidence was admissible on the pleadings as they stood; and 
certainly such appears to be the common-sense view of the 
matter—the view according to which all these questions ought 
now to be decided without reference to previous decisions 
made under a state of the Jaw which no longer exists. For 
to most minds a plea that the plaintiff did not serve the defen. 
dant faithfully, would be identical with a plea that he served 
him unfaithfully: and so says Mr. Baron Bramwell. 


CounsEL, LIABILITIES OF—EFFECT OF GOING BEYOND 
THEIR AUTHORITY. 


Swinfen v. Lord Chelmsford, 8 W. R., Ex., 545. 


This case has been so often before the public, and has been 
already so thoroughly sifted and discussed that it does not seem 
necessary to resume its consideration now at any great length. 
Yet the judgment of the Court of Exchequer, in discharging 
the rule which the defendant had obtained for a new 
trial, is worth an attentive perusal; and it may he 
useful here shortly to compress the observations of the Court, 
It will be recollected that the grounds of the rule nisi were 
that the Chief Baron, in summing up the evidence, told the 
jury that a barrister was not liable to an action at the suit of 
his client, although he may have been acting wrong in the 
course pursued by him, if his intentions were honest, and he 
acted bond fide, meaning to act for the benefit of his client 
And this ruling, after much discussion and great deliberation, 
has now received, substantially, the approval of the full Court. 
Leave to appeal, however, has been granted; and it remains to 
be seen whether the Court of Exchequer Chamber and the 
House of Lords take the same view of the law with the Barons 
of the Exchequer. The judgment of the Court mainly rested 
on the two facts that a barrister has no legal claim for the 
services he renders, and that there is not a single instance to 
be found in the books of an action having been successfully 
brought against a barrister for neglect of duty, thongh there 
are several in which such an action has been, on one ground or 
another, successfully resisted. “Yet,” said the Court, “ upon 
an express agreement, he would, no doubt, be liable as 
other person or party to a contract; and if he intentionally 
a wrong, and acted with malice, fraud, or treachery, we think 
he would be responsible, like every other wrong doer, for the 
mischief thereby occasioned, notwithstanding his position ass 
barrister. Thus far the whole Court were unanimous, é.¢,, in 
thinking that by accepting a brief, “in the usual way,” the 
advotate undertakes a duty, but enters into no contract, either 
express or implied. But the Chief Baron went further 
than his brethren in his opinion as to the irresponsibility of 
counsel; for he expressed it to be that an advocate was in n0 
case (in the absence of an express promise) liable to be sued 
by a client with a view to whose interests he had honestly 
though mistakenly acted, even if he went contrary to his in- 


structions, or beyond his authority. The other members of 


the Court appear to think that if the barrister acts beyond his 
authority (as by interfering with matters collateral to the suit) 
he may be liable, even though no mala fides can be shown, 
vided damages to his client, for which a cause of action 

can be shown to have resulted from such interference. In 
the present case, however, no such damage had arisen; for 
merely to subject a person to law proceedings without malice, 
gives no cause of action. 


ce ee 


The Provinces. 


Leeps.—The Leeds borough magistrates have resolved 
have the portrait of Mr. Robert Barr, their clerk, taken and 
hung in their room at the Town Hall. as a mark of their 


preciation of the ability and coirtesy with which he has 
more than a quarter of a century discharged the duties of his 
onerous office, A committee has been appointed to make thé 


necessary arrangements as to the artist the painting. 
Mancuester.—Mr. Alderman Neild, in pursuance of notice 
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efmotion to the Town Council on Wednesday last, moved 
to advance the salary of Mr. Heron, the town clerk, from 
£1,500 to £2,000 per annum. The motion was carried by a 
majority of thirteen. 


ee ae ene 


Correspondence. 


BARONY BY TENURE—THE BERKELEY CASE. 


— The hallucinations which exist with reference to this 
interesting peerage claim can be corrected only by turning to 
the eleventh section of the celebrated statute of Chas. 2, c. 24, 
abolishing military tenures, but carefully preserving feudal 

ities. The words of the section are, ‘“‘ That neither this 
Act nor anything therein contained shall infringe or hurt any 
feudal or other title of honour by which any persons have or 
may have right to sit in the Lords’ House of Parliament.” Ac- 
cording to professional tradition, the Military Tenures Act was 
drawn by Sir Matthew Hale, 

The Lord Berkeley of that day sat with others in the House 
28a baron by tenure; and, what is curious, he was engaged in 
acontest of precedence with Lord Delawarre. No one then 
dreamt of doubting his privileges as a peer—the sole question 
was, whether he was to sit above or below Lord Delawarre. 
And the decision was, we believe, in favour of Baron Berkeley. 

It is an inexplicable fact that the committee of Lords who 
were appointed 40 years ago to investigate ‘all matters 
touching the peerage,” and more especially, all matters touching 
baronies by tenure, are silent as to the saving proviso in the 
Statute of Charles. They comment with, perhaps, a redundant 
copiousness on the other clauses of the Act; but the all impor- 
tant eleventh section (which forms, in fact, the part of Hamlet 
in the play), is treated as wholly unworthy of regard. There 
is not, sofar as we can discover, one allusion to it from the 
beginning to the end of their voluminous and undoubtedly most 
learned reports. 

Instead of grappling with this section, the committee suggest 
that absurd consequences may arise if territorial dignities are 
allowed. But the question is one of right; and it may be 
doubted whether, because by possibility a consequence irra- 
tional (not necessarily mischievous) may ensue, the right is, 
therefore, to be violated. ‘This would be to introduce dangerous 
doctrine—doctrine very different from that of Lord Eldon, who 
advised the Government in 1819 that wager by battle, absurd 
enough, was parcel of the law of England, and could be abo- 
lished only by the Legislature. 

But is it quite clear that personal peerages (those by writ and 
by patent without land) are altogether free from incidents 
startling to reason? The very reverse is notoriously the case. 
There are many incongruities and even absurdities in the inci- 
dents of the existing peerage. The answer to all objections 
is,“ Such is the Constitution, and it works admirably;” but 
try it by the test of reason and it fails immediately. I will 


not — this topic. 
hat gives the House of Lords so much weight in the coun- 
try? Its antiquity and its illustrious traditions. If it were a 
mere modern convention, criticism might assail it. But it is 
coeval with the monarchy; and lives in the affections of Eng- 
, because it secured their liberties long before the birth 
of the popular assembly. The House of Lords is still a feudal 
ent. The peerages of Arundel, Abergavenny, and Ber- 
keley, identify it with the heroes of Magna Charta; for every 
one of these was a baron by tenure. 

The barony of Berkeley remains in its entirety, precisely as 
originally constituted by the charter of Henry II. Any dis- 
memberment would be fatal to the right. So we understood 
Mr. Fleming to admit. 

Then the question is, what is the legitimate effect of the 
saving proviso? The barony—the right to demand respect- 
age the Crown a writ of summons—is an incident of the 

. That it was so before the statute is admitted by the 
law peers. And here they differ from the report of their com- 
mittee; for the committee deny that peerages by tenure were 

wn at any period. The law peers agreo that while the 

wisin is in the blood of the original grantee, the peerage—the 

t—-continues. But they doubt whether the honour can 

be alienated. And this certainly is serious question, and 
se for the gravest judicial deliberation. 

patience and good humour of their lordships during this 

long investigation have been conspicuous, ‘I'ke claimant, if suc- 

eessful, must have precedence over them all. ‘The feeling ap- 

Parent, therefore, is that the case when decided must be put on 





a foundation of granite. The report to her Majesty must not 
rest on verbal technicalities, or on arguments of convenience 
which admit the right. 

In ancient times it was not uncommon to alienate a barony 
that is—an estate having a peerage annexed to it, This, how- 
ever, was done by license from the Crown. The license never 
mentioned the honour—because the land could not be conveyed 
initsentirety without its accompanying and inseparable incident. 
Then came the statute of Charles giving to all holders of real 
property liberty to alienate at pleasure without license; and 
carefully saving baronies by tenure. It seems not easy to 
understand how, under the statute, alienation can be prevented; 
and how, under the proviso, the honour can be severed? The 
question will be dealt with on Tuesday next by the great abili- 
ties of the Attorney-General, who ap as assessor of 
House. It has occurred to me that this account of the argu- 
ment might dispel misconceptions, and be not unacceptable to 
the readers of your excellent Journal.—I remain, Sir, your very 
obedient servant, JURIDICUs. 

Temple, 3lst July, 1860. : 


P.S.—At this moment there are only three baronies by 
tenure in England. There are plenty of them in other 
countries. So said the learned Mr. Fleming. The Legislature 
meant to keep up these harmless feudal remnants. Their 
number cannot be increased. The question is, whether with- 
out dismemberment or an Act of Parliament it can be dimini ? 
The renowned Sir Richard will clear this up on Tuesday. 


ACKNOWLEDGMENTS OF MARRIED WOMEN. 
Will one of your readers kindly inform me if a county 
cgurt judge can take acknowledgments of married women under 
& 21 Vict. c. 57? 
A SrupeEnt. 


COUNSELS’ RETAINER, 


I fear that the subscriber who justly complains of having 
been victimised to his counsels’ unscrupulous avarice is without 
redress. A clerk cannot be looked upon as his employer’s agent, 
and therefore, unless the counsel themselves entered into an 
agreement, no action would lie against them. en 


CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS—NEW SCALE OF COSTS. 


Sm,—A great deal has been written and said about the 
scale allowed by the county in prosecutions. I was concerned 
to prosecute in a case of murder at Lewes, and the fees allowed 
me were, I think, very small. It was the case of Peter 
Dewdney, who was indicted for the murder of Samuel 
Rowland, and the jury found him guilty of manslaughter. I 
had two counsel and two briefs; I paid fees amounting to 
£15 15s.; I was allowed £10 15s, The briefs ran each six- 
teen sheets, all the witnesses had to be seen either personally 
or by an agent, and I was necessarily absent from my office 
five days at Lewes, for all which I am allowed £9 9s.; 
the principal witness, Mr. Challen, is absent five days; 
and is paid for his five days and four i 
£1 7s. 6d., and his expenses 1i2s.; this gentleman is an auc- 
tioneer, who earns from 2 to 3 guineas per day; the other 
witnesses are allowed on the same scale. Can it be wondered 
that people are shy to come forward to prosecute?—I am, 
your obedient servant, Go, FRENCH Mant. 

5, Gt. James’-street, Bedford-row, July 31. 


OF COUNSELS’ RETAINER UNDER 

SPECIAL CONTRACT. 

Sir,—I beg leave to answer the question of a “Subscriber” 
in the last number of your journal. ‘The fact of fees being based 
upon a “special contract,” does not, in my judgment, give a 
remedy for their return, Whatever the cirewmstances of the 
contract may be, still the sums paid for the counsel's services 
are, in denomination, sees, and as such cannot be recovered back. 
Even if the law would draw a distinction between the ordinary 
and extraordinary amounts, how can the difference be ascer- 
tained ? 

It is to be regretted that counsel should take advantago of 
the present state of the law; and as there is no direct remedy, [ 
suggest a petition to Parliament for an alteration of the law. 
In such petition the circumstances might be detailed, aad at 
least, a useful lesson read to counsel, 


THE LAW 
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Rebiew. 


An Introduction to the History of Jurisprudence, By D. 
Cautrretp Heron, LL.D. London: John W. Parker & 
Son. 


Victor Cousin, in his Psychology, lays down in such mouth- 
filling terms as delight metaphysicians, what he calls the 
order of metaphysical problems. He tells us it is two-fold, 
logical and chronological; and proceeds to show that while one 
idea may be logically the condition or antecedent of another, 
it may be subsequent in its genesis. His ingenious scheme, 
although somewhat too eclectic to evoke enthusiasm, or to meet 
any general acceptance, is nevertheless highly worthy of the 
earnest attention of all those who desire to connect the study 
of jurisprudence with the cognate sciences of ethics, political 
economy, and sociology. The same methods of study are 
common to, and have been more or less adopted in, them all. 
The subject matter in all is of the same general nature, and 
their several relations to, and effects upon, society, are not 
dissimilar. They have, moreover, a remarkable interaction, one 
upon the other; and they are of nearly equal importance in 
the wide province of legislation. It is, therefore, a little sur- 
prising that we have not sooner seen any serious or worthy 
attempt by an English author at a history of jurisprudence, 
seeing that Adam Smith has done for political economy, and 
both he and Sir James Mackintosh have done for ethics, and 
Mr. Mill has done for sociology, and Mr. Hallam and Mr. 
Rowland have done for our constitutional politics, and Mr. 
Buckle has done for civilization, what it remained for Mr. Heron 
to achieve for the subject with which we are more immediately 
connected. Nor is our surprise diminished by the reflectign 
that none of the other subjects afford materials so abundant and 
interesting, so full of instruction and entertainment, as the 
history of law. 

Jurisprudence, in common with the other subjects to which 
we have alluded, may be studied either logically or historically ; 
and whoever adopts either method to the exclusion of the other 
can make no allowable claim to the character of a sound jurist. 
It is one thing to determine the abstract rights and obligations 
of men living in society, and another to regard them in relation 
to antecedent laws. Positive law from its very nature must 
be historical; and by reason of the inherent impossibility of 
making the requirements of any system of law coincident with 
moral duties, every State must, of necessity, be governed by 
rules of positive law. These vary with circumstances, and 
according to social conditions; and laws which would shock the 
moral sensibility of one generation receive the ready acquiescence 
of another. A very wide field lies open to the philosopher, 
and many important results will yet be obtained in this border- 
land which lies between law and ethics; but there is no hope 
of much success without the help of history. Let us give some 
illustration of our meaning. One of the most difficult and 
debateable topics of juridical science is that of imperfect obli- 
gations. It has the same relation to law that questions of 
casuistry bear to morals. Has any jurist yet investigated the 
question whether the tendency of civilization or of any parti- 
eular form of government, is to incroach upon, or recede from, 
this portion of the border-land ? Recent legislation in Eng- 
land is not without some remarkable, and a few successful, 

to convert what was until lately deemed merely moral, 
into legal, obligation. The maxim actio personalis moritur cum 
persona derived its force perhaps as much from this distine- 
tion, as from the other considerations on which it is usually said 
to be based; yet within a few years past, a statute has been passed 
(9 & 10 Vict. c. 93) known as Lord Campbell’s Act, which 
enables the wife, husband, parent, or c'iild, of a person whose 
death has bzen caused bya wrongfal act of another,toobtain com- 
pensation in by an action at law. Prior to this statute 
the rule of English law was that no action would lie for wrongs 
i t of contract, done either by or to a deceased per- 
son in his life. Lord Campbell’s Act, therefore, is a remark- 
able instance of the extension of the domain of jurisprudence 
by the conversion of a moral, or imperfect, into a legal, obli- 
gation. The late remarkable cases ii. France of Bishop 
Dupanloup and the Siécle newspaper, were very curious 
attempts to limit, in another direction, the maxim which we 
have cited, and so far a8 to encroach upon tke neutral ground 
between law and morals, But the most startling illu 


of the point now more immediately under c ion are— 
as might have been expected—to be found across the Atlantic. 
In 1854, the State of Ohio passed an Act ng (amongst 
many other that anyone who be injured in per- 











son, pro’ , or means of support by an intoxicated person, 
should =. right of action against the person who sold the 
liquor; and only a few months ago a wife recovered, in the 
Court of Common Pleas, 5,000 dollars damages against a pub. 
lican who sold drink to her husband, on which he got drunk, 
and while in that state cut off her left foot with an axe* 
This is an invasion with a vengeance of the territory of the 
moralists; and if the principles involved in the law, and in 
the decision of this case, were to be generally applied, there 
would be occasion in the world for more lawyers, and perh 
for fewer preachers. Of a different class were those laws ofthe 
English Commonwealth, which sought to enforce private mora. 
lity for its own sake. But these yield a valuable illustration 
of the importance of an historical study of jurisprudence; 
while, in common with the other instances which we have 
cited, they show how large and fruitful a field yet remains to 
be worked by jurists who aim at being something more than 
mere commentators and digesters of positive law. 

The work which forms the subject of our present notice: is 
in every way a very remarkable production. It comes from 
the pen of an Irish barrister, of high repute and of good 
practice. Mr. Heron was sometime professor of law in one of 
the Queen’s Colleges in Ireland, and although still a yo 
man, has attained to the dignity of a silk gown, and we believe 
(what is better) to the profits of a considerable business, 
Having succeeded in doing so much in so short a time, it is ag 
creditable to his industry as to his learning, that he should 
have been able to give to the world so elaborate a performance 
as that now before us; nor is it going too far to say that very 
few men in either country would have been competent to 
undertake so great a task. The general public has hardly yet 
recovered from its amazement at the prodigious reading which 
Mr. Buckle displayed in his introduction to the History of 
Civilisation, and we expect that the legal world will not be 
much less surprised at the vastness of the materials 
which Mr, Heron has brought together for the construction 
of his work. It is certainly a hopeful sign for the Queen's 
Colleges that one of its professors, and for the Irish Bar, 
that one of its members, should have had the courage 
to undertake so great and important a work as the 
history of jurisprudence; and it is much to the credit 
of both, that it should have been accomplished in s 
satisfactory a manner as it has been by Mr. Heron. Itis 
obviously impossible for us in our narrow limits to attempt 
anything like an analysis of this treatise, or to offer any 
detailed criticism upon it. It is a volume of considerable bulk, 
and treats of a great variety of tropics, with a raciness and fear- 
lessness which is quite refreshing in these days of quarrelsome 
provisoes and troublesome parentheses. Any hard and queru- 
lous critic will, therefore, not have much difficulty in finding 
bones of contention between him and our author ; but upon the 
whole, the great majority of readers will agree with us in 
estimating the work as that of a highly accomplished and 
philosophical lawyer. 

Mr. Heron commences his labours by an investigation into 
the principles of jurisprudence, which he defines as the science 
of positive laws; and the object of a history of these is to ex- 
hibit the circumstances which have attended their establish 
ment. He starts by attempting to map out the entire sphere of 
human knowledge or of philosophy, and to show the proper place 
for jurisprudence. The same kind of attempt has doubtless 
often been made since Aristotle and Plato first discoursed of 
universals and particulars; and in more modern times, Lord 
Bacon's success has much encouraged such efforts on the part 
of philosophers. As might, therefore, have been anticipated, 
Mr. Heron has not given utterance to many definitions that are 
at the same time new and good. Still he has in “his first 
chapter sketched a useful and intelligible outline of “the sub- 
jects and divisions of jurisprudence, its limits and province;’ 
although we are inclined to differ with him in placing ethics, 
political economy, and jurisprudence, under the general head of 
sociology. According to our view, sociology itself comes 
within the same category as the others, and embraces 4 
distinct set of subjects, which cannot properly be placed under 
the other heads, The chapter on “ethice in relation 
jurisprudence,” is mainly occupied by a disquisition on the 
possibility of a science of morals, and touches only in a very 
slight and cursory way its own proper subject. The crucial ques 
tion of imperfect obligations of which we have already spoken 
#0 much is not even mentioned in this chapter, where one would 
expect to find it the most prominent topic, ‘The next chapter, 
which is headed “ political economy,” does not pretend to trace 
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* Bee Foreign Tribunals, ante, 461, 
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ts relations with law, but is simply a short account of the prin- 
siples of the former science. In a subsequent part, however, 
Mr. Heron makes frequent but casual allusions to these rela- 
tions, and suggests many for the consideration of his readers, 
although he does not himself discuss them with any minuteness. 
The remainder of Book I.—which is entirely devoted to the 
principles of jurisprudence,—is taken up with the discussion of 
uestions relating to political jurisprudence, and the duties of 

ernment. Book II. treats of political philosophy in Greece 
and of the Roman law and jurisprudence. Book III, includes 
the dark ages—the period between a.D. 1100 and 1600. In 
it, we have an interesting account of the Italian, French, 
Spanish, Dutch, and German schools of law. Book IV. is a 
history of jurisprudence in the seventeenth century, as the 
following book is of that of the succeeding century. 

The conclusion is mainly composed of dissertations on the 
law projects of Mr. Jeremy Bentham. 

No one can deny that this is a brave and spirited pro- 
gramme, and considering how wide and discursive it is, we 
have no hesitation in saying that Mr. Heron has not 
fuiled very much in any part of his task, while, upon 
the whole, he has succeeded wonderfully. He has no doubt 
made very free, but always acknowledged, use of the writings 
of both foreign and English jurists; and while he continually 
affects the precision of expression which is implied in defini- 
tions, his definitions are frequently overlaid by antecedent and 
subsequent matter of a diffuse and inexact character. This 
is unquestionably a drawback to the general value of the work 
asan authority; but much of what a severe critic might thus 
condemn, most ordinary readers will accept with pleasure; 
for Mr. Heron’s style throughout is agreeable, and even 
his redundant matter is always worth reading, although 
itdoes not very closely bear upon the subject of jurisprudence. 
If Mr, Heron had done less, he would have done better; as it 
is, he has done exceedingly well, and what no other English 
jurist has ever yet attempted. If he knew less of ethics 
and politics, his knowledge of law would doubtless have had 
relatively greater prominence; and he would not have appeared so 
often to have forgotten the limits and subject of the province 
of jurisprudence, which he himself has well defined for the 
guidance of others. But what might thus be considered a fault 
by persons who are not ignorant of ethics and political economy 
will probably be regarded as a merit by readers who are un- 
familiar with these subjects. 

The book, we have no doubt, will obtain a large circulation, 
and be generally approved of by English lawyers. 
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JOHN HAMMILL, ESQ. 


We have to record the death of the worthy magistrate of the 
Marylebone Police Court. Mr. Hammill died suddenly at his 
residence in Sussex-gardens, Hyde Park, last Monday evening. 
The deceased gentleman attended his court in the morning of 
theday on which he died. Mr, Hammill was called to the 
bar in January, 1832, and received his appointment as one of 
thepolice magistrates of the metropolis in 1847, when he was 
appointed the magistrate of Worship-street Police Court, from 
which he was transferred to Marylebone in January last, upon 
the retirement of Mr. Long. The deceased magistrate was 
deservedly popular, and was well known as a most humane 
and kind-hearted man, as well as a most able and impartial 
magistrate, and there is a general feeling of regret at his 


We believe his successor has not yet been appointed. 


F, A. CARRINGTON, ESQ,, F.A.S. 

F, Augustus Carrington, Esq., the Recorder of Wokingham, 
Ndeputy lieutenant for the county of Berks, and one of the 
strates for the county of Wilts, departed this life on the 30th 

Wt, in the 58th year of his age. Mr. Carrington was called to 
the bar in February, 1823, when ho joined the Oxford cireuit, 
was well known in the profession as tho editor of several 
“ts of reports, the first of which mado their appearance in 1825, 
apek rarest of cases in the King’s Bench and Common Pleas, 
of which the deceased gentleman and Mr, Payne were the edi- 
tora; these were continued down to the year 1841, when they 
Wore discontinued, and in 1843, Mr, Carrington, in conjunction 
With Mr. Marshaan, brought out a second series of reports, in 
the Quoen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer, In 1845, 





he brought out a third in conjunction with Mr. Kirwan. These 
reports were compiled with care and industry, and are regarded 
with favour by the profession. 


JOHN SWARBRECK GREGORY, ESQ. 

The career of even the most eminent members of the second 
branch of the profession can furnish but few materials for the 
biographer, unless, as in rare instances, he superadds to his 
legal pursuits those of literature or science, or has the ambi- 
tion to enter Parliament and engage in political affairs. There 
have, indeed, been several useful authors, and many valuable 
members of Parliament from the ranks of the solicitors; but 
those who are actively engaged in a large and extensive prac- 
tice generally abstain from entering the arena of politics, ex- 
cept in promoting and conducting the election of a client, and 
defending his seat in Parliament. It is needless to say that in 
contests of this kind the skill and energy, the zeal and cau- 
tion, of a solicitor of great experience are invaluable; but of 
course in these affairs, and in the large class of important 
family business, involving matters often of a very delicate and 
interesting nature, the solicitor is necessarily as silent ag the 
confessor, 

In entering upon a brief memoir of one of the most emi- 
nent solicitors, whose decease we have to deplore, we cannot 
submit to our readers any very remarkable incidents; but one 
who has for fifty years been constantly engaged in the varied 
and extensive practice of a solicitor, is entitled to every mark 
of respect at our hands. 

A few of our older readers will recollu; the firm of Shep- 
hard & Adlington, who were well known in the profession as 
very strict and energetic practitioners. Some of their brethren, 
indeed, who were not skilled in all the difficult and .compli- 
cated machinery of the practice of the courts which then 
existed, complained of the “ sharpness” with which they occa- 
sionally conducted their business. Proceedings were then set 
aside with costs for very slight irregularities, and in hostile 
cases there was but little mercy shown on either side. That 
state of things has for the most part passed away, and undue 
advantage is now seldom taken of the oversight of a brother 
attorney. 

Soon after the decease or retirement of Mr. Shephard, Mr. 
Gregory, who had been articled to Mr. Adlington, was admitted 
on the roll, and in the year 1811 became a partner in the firm. 
In 1822 Mr. George Faulkner, who also served his clerkship in 
the office, was admitted as a partner. 

For many years Messrs. Adlington, Gregory, & Faulkner, 
besides having a large general practice, stood amongst the first 
rank of the agency offices, and on being joined by Mr. 
Follett in 1836, the firm represented the greatest number 
of provincial solicitors of any London office. After the 
retirement of Mr. Follett, when appointed one of the 
taxing masters in Chancery, Mr. Skirrow, a son of the 
Commissioner in Bankruptcy, joined the firm and took the 
department of Equity. Subsequently Mr. Faulkner's state of 
health, occasioned by his excessive labours in the common law 
business of the office, rendered it necessary for him to with- 
draw from practice, and he was succeeded by Mr. Rowcliffe in 
1855. The firm then consisted of Mr. Gregory, Mr. George 
B, Gregory, Mr. Skirrow, and Mr. Roweliffe. 

It appears to be the course of proceeding in the Incorporated 
Law Society, on the death of any of its governing body, to 
fill up the vacancy from some professional firm, distingui 
both in extent of practice and professional eminence and repu- 
tation. On the death of Mr. Adlington, his senior partner, Mr. 
Gregory, was elected a member of the council in 1845; and 
in the year 1851 filled the office of president of the society; 
and at the termination of his year of office the following resolu- 
tion was passed :— 

“That the thanks of this council be presented to John Swar- 
breck Gregory, Esq., the Inte president, for the diligent and 
able manner in which he has presided over the affairs of the 
Incorporated Law Society during his year of office; a period 
remarkable for the number, variety, and importance of the 
changes in the law which have deen successively brought for. 
ward, and which, affecting soriously the suitor, the solicitor, and 
the general administration of justice, called for unceasing vigi- 
lance, and for that prudent management of business which is 
the fruit only of long and extensive experience.” 

The osteom in which he was held by his brethren may also 
be sufficiently shewn in the resolution of the council of the In- 
corporated Law Society as expressed in the following extract 
from a letter written by Mr. Strickland Cookson, the now 
president of the society, to Mr. GQ. B, Gregory s— 
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“Tt has been the painful duty of the Council of the Incorpo- 
rated Law Society to record the loss which they have sustained 
by the death of their valued friend and colleague Mr. Gregory, 
your late excellent and lamented father. 

“Tntimately associated with him during many years, the 
council have enjoyed more than ordinary opportunities of esti- 
mating the worth of his character, and while bearing testimony 
to the uniform ability, knowledge, and courtesy which he 
brought to the discharge of his duties, they can well appreciate 
the extent of the loss which his family and friends have sus- 
tained by his removal. 

“ The council have requested me to convey to you the assur- 
ance of their sincere and respectful sympathy and condolence 
with you, and the other members of the family, in your be- 
reavement.” 

Few men have been at the head of a house in which such a 
vast extent of legal business of all kinds was conducted; and 
it required no ordinary powers of mind on numerous occasions, 
to determine the best course to be pursued. We believe Mr. 
Gregory was always equal to the exigency of his position. 
He was a man of eminent ability, peculiar acuteness, quick 
perception, sound judgment, and extensive knowledge of his 
profession, and was distinguished for his firmness of purpose, 
and energy of character. 

After an illness of a few months, Mr. Gregory died, on the 
23rd July, at the age of 72. 
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Law Students’ Fournal. 


PUBLIC EXAMINATION. 
Mrcnaztmas Term, 1860. 


The Council of Legal Education have approved of the fol- 
lowing rules for the public examination of the students. 


® The attention of the students is requested to the following 
rules of the inns of court:— 

“ As an inducement to students to propose themselves for 
examination, studentships shall be founded of fifty guineas per 
annum each, to continue for a period of three years, and one 
such studentship shall be conferred on the most distinguished 
student at each public examination; and further, the examiners 
shall select and certify the names of three other students who 
shall have passed the next best exanfinations; and the inns of 
court to which such students belong, may, if desired, dispense 
with any terms, not exceeding two, that may remain to be 
kept by such students previously to their being called to the 
bar. Provided that the examiners shall not be obliged to 
confer or grant any studentship or certificate, unless they shall 
be of opinion that the examination of the students they select 
has been such as entitles them theretb.” 

“ At every call to the bar those students who have passed a 
public examination, and either obtained a studentship or a cer- 
tificate of honour, shall take rank in seniority over all other 
students who shall be called on the same day.” 

“No students shall be eligible to be called to the bar who 
shall not either have attended during one whole year the 
lectures of two of the readers, or have satisfactorily passed a 
public examination.” 


Rules for the Public Examination of Candidates for Honours, or 
Certificates, Entitling Students to be called to the bar. 

An examination will be held in next Michaelmas Term, to 
which a student of any of the inns of court, who is desirous of 
becoming a candidate for a studentship or honours, or of ob- 
taining 4 certificate of fitness for being called to the bar, will 
be admissible. 

Each student proposing to submit himself for examination 
will be required to enter his name at the Treasurer’s office of 
the inn of court to which he belongs, on or before Tuesday, the 
23rd day of Octeber next, and he will further be required to 
state in writing whether his object in offering himself for ex- 
amination is to compete for a studentship or other honourable 
distinction; or whether he is merely desirous of obtaining a 
Certificate preliminary to a call to the bar. 

The examination will commence on Tuesday, the 30th day 
of October next, and will be continued on the Wednesday and 
Thursday following. 

It will take place in the Benchers’ Reading Room of 
Lincoln’s Inn; and the doors will be closed ten minutes after 
the tise appointed for the commencement of the examination. 

The examination by printed questions will be conducted in 
the following order:— 








Tuesday Morning, the 30th October, at half-past nine, op 
Constitutional Law and Legal History; in the Afternog,, 
at half-past one, on Equity. 

Wednesday Morning, the 31st October, at half-past nine, oy 
Common Law; in the Afternoon, at half-past one, on the 
Law of Real Property, &c. 

Thursday Morning, the 1st November, at half-past-nine, 
Jurisprudence and the Civil Law; in the A 
half-past one, a paper will be given to the students jp. 
cluding questions bearing upon all the foregoing subjects 
of examination. 

The oral examination will be conducted in the same order, 
during the same hours, and on the same subjects, as thog 
already marked out for the examination by printed questions, 
except that on Thursday Afternoon there will be no oral 
examination. 

The oral examination of each student will be conducted 
apart from the other students; and the character of that ex. 
amination will vary according as the student is a candidate for 
honours or a studentship, or desires simply to obtain a certi- 
ficate. 

The oral examination and printed questions will be founded 
on the books below mentioned; regard being had, however, tp 
the particular object with a view to which the student presents 
himself for examination. 

In determining the question whether a student has passed 
the examination in such a manner as to entitle him to be called 
to the bar, the examiners will principally have regard to the 
general knowledge of law and jurisprudence which he has dis. 
played. 

3 student may present himself at any number of examine 
tions, until he shall have obtained a certificate. 

Any student who shall obtain a certificate may present him- 
self a second time for examination as a candidate for the 
studentship, but only at one of the three examinations imme- 
diately succeeding that at which he shall have obtained such 
certificate; provided, that if any student so presenting himself 
shall not succeed in obtaining the studentship, his name shall 
not appear in the list. 

Students who have kept more than eleven terms shall not be 
admitted to an examination for the studentship. 

The Reader on Constitutional Law and Legal History wil 
expect the candidates for honours to be well acquainted with 
the origin and progress of our laws and constitution as explained 
in chapter 8, part 3, of Hallam’s “History of the Middle 
Ages.” 

He will expect them to be well acquainted with the chapters 
in Hallam’s “ Constitutional History,” which give an account 
of the reigns of Elizabeth, the Stuarts, William III., and Anne; 
with the state trials of persons eminent in our history, or re 
markable for any other reason, from the time of Henry VII 
to the accession of George I.—with the history of the law 
treason and libel, 

All candidates will be required to know the leading events 
in English history from the conquest to the accession of 
IIL; to have an accurate knowledge of the reigns of 
Stuart kings; of Magna Charta; the Petition of Right; the 
Bill of Rights; and the Act of Settlement. 


The Reader on Equity proposes to examine in the following 
books :— 

1. “ Haynes’s Outlines of Equity;” “ Smith’s Manual ¢ 

Equity Jurisprudence;” “Hunter’s Elementary View of 
the Proceedings in a Suit in Equity,” pt, i. 

2. The cases and notes contained in the first volume of 
“White and Tudor’s Leading Cases;” and the following 
cases in the second yolume:—Aldrich vy, Cooper; H 
v. Hatton; Ezx-parte Pye; Chancey’s case; Townley ¥. 
Sherborne; and Bryce v. Stokes, with the notes on thow 
eases. The Act to further amend the Law of Property, 
and to Relieve Trustees, 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35. Mitford 
“on the Pleadings in the Court of Chancery,” intro 
duction; chap. 1, ss. 1 & 2; chap. 1,8. 3 (the first 
pages); chap. 2, 8. 1; chap. 2, s. 2, pt. i. (the first thre 
pages); chap. 2, s, 2, pt. ii. (the first two pages); chap. 2, 
8. 2, pt. iii.; chap. 3, 

Candidates for certificates of having passed a satisfactory 
examination will be expected to be well acquainted with the 
books mentioned in the first of the above classes. 

Candidates for a studentship or honours will be examined is 
the books mentioned in the two classes, ' 

The Reader on the Law of Real Property proposes # 


examine in the following books and subjects :— 
1, Joshua Williams, “ on Real Property;” fifth edit. 
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9, On the mutual rights of husband and wife as regards 


property ; Joshua Williams, ‘‘on Personal Property,” pt. 
iv., chap. 5, fourth edit.; Josiah W. Smith, “on Real and 
Personal Property,” pp. ” 973—1010, second edit.; and the 
statute 20 & 21 Vict. c. 57. 

$. Particulars and conditions of sale; ‘“ Sugden’s Vendors and 
Purchasers,” PP, 11—35, thirteenth edition; or, ‘“ Dart’s 
Vendors and Purchasers,” chap, 5, pp. 68—112, third 
edition. 

4, The statute 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74, for the Abolition of Fines 
and Recoveries; Lord St. Leonards’ Essay on the Real 
Property Statutes,” c. 2. 

5. The Law of Perpetuities; Cadell v. Palmer; 1 “Clark & 
Finnelly,” 372, and the notes to that case in “‘ Tudor's Lead- 
ing Cases in Conveyancing,” p, 321. 

Candidates for honours will be examined in all the foregoing 

subjects; candidates for a certificate in those under heads 1, 2, 
and 3. 


The Reader on Jurisprudence and the Civil Law proposes to 
examine candidates for honours in the following books and sub- 
jects :-— 

1. The Roman Law of Persons and of Contract; and Delict 
Warnkonig “ Institutiones Juris Romani Privati.” Book I. 
and Book IIL. of edition of 1860 (excluding the Introduc- 
tion 

2. 9.“ Lindley’s toivchiaiien to the Study of Jurisprudence” 
(translated from Thibaut). Pt. ii., chap. 1, divisions 2, 3, 
and 4—“ of Duties;” “of the Relations of Rights and Duties 
to each other;” and “of Modifications of Rights and Duties;” 
with the notes of the Translater. 

3. “Wheaton’s Elements of International Law.” Pt. iv. 
chaps. 1 & 2 (vol. ii. of English edition), “of the Com- 
mencement of War;” and “of Rights of War as between 
Enemies.” 


Candidates for a Pass Certificate will be examined in— 

1. “The Institutes of Justinian.” Bks. i. & iii, with the 
notes in Sandar’s edition, or the explanations in Cumin’s 
Manual. 

2, “Wheaton’s Elements of International Law.” Pt. iv., 
chaps. i. & ii., “of the Commencement of Hostilities,” and 
“of Rights of War as between Enemies.” 


The Reader on Common Law proposes to examine in the 
following books and subjects:— 

Candidates for a pass certificate will be examined as to— 

1. The ordinary practice and course of pleading in an 
action. 

2, The principles of our common law, so far as set forth in 
“Broom’s Leg. Max,” (third edition), chaps. 1—6, secs. 
1 and 2. 

8. “Smith’s Lectures on Contracts” (third edition, 1860), 
2 Malcolm; Lectures 1—6 inclusive. 

4,“ Stephen's Conimentaries ” (last edition), Book VL. “ Of 
Crimes” (chapters 1—4 inclusive). 


Candidates for the studentship or honours will be examined 

in the above books and subjects, and also as to— 

5. The following cases with the notes appended thereto in 
“ Tudor’s Lead. Cas. in Merc. and Mar. Law;” Sandilands 
v. Marsh ; Tarling v. Baxter; Hanson v. Meyer; Chase v. 
Westmore ; the Case of J Market Overt. 

6. “Story on Bailments,” chaps. 2—5, “ Of Deposits, *Man- 
dates, Gratuitous Loans, Pawns or Pledges.” 

7,“ Taylor on Evidence,” 3rd edition, part 1, chap. 8; part 
2, chaps. 3—5, 18—15. 

8, “ The Law relating to Simple Larceny,” as exemplified 
by Reg. v. Thurborn, 1 Den. C, C., 387; and Reg. v. Pres- 
ton, 2 Id., 353. 

By Order of the Council, 


RicHarD Berueny, Chairman, 
Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn, 26th July, 1960. 


LAW LECTURES—Micuartmas Term, 1860. 
Prospectus of the Lectures to be delivered during the ensuing 


al term, by the several readers appointed by the inns | 
Leading Cases” (4th edit.); 
| edit.); and Stephen’s or “ Blackstone's Commentaries.” 


of court. 
ConsTitUTIONAL Law AND Lagat History. 


The Reader will pursue the history of our constitution from 
the accession of Henry VIII. to the accession of G Il. 
He will trace the progress and varieties of judicial opinion, as 





it affected the interpretation of law—the law of real 

the law of evidence, the law of libel, the criminal law, and the 
doctrines of equity; and he will point out the changes and 
growth of the statute law during the same period. 

In his private classes he will begin with the early history of 
our constitution, and explain its gradual progress during the 
reigns of the Plantagenets. 

The books to which he will refer are:—* Blackstone’s Com- 
mentaries,” by Kerr; Hallam’s “ Constitutional History;” 
Rapin’s “ History of the Period;” “Appendices to Hume's 
History ;” “ State Trials of the Period;’ Butler's ‘‘ Notes to 
Coke Littleton;” ‘‘ Statute Book of the Period;” “Fortesque ” 
(Amos); Parliamentary History; Hayes’s “ History of Convey- 
ancing;” “ Clarendon’s Life and History;” “ May’s History;” 
Burnet’s “ History;” Ralph’s “ History;” Starkie’s “Law of 
Libel;” Greenleaf on “ Evidence.” - 


Equity. 

The Reader on Equity proposes to deliver, during the ensuing 
educational term, a course of six lectures:— 

1. On the History and Constitution of the Court of Chan- 
cery. 

2. On the Nature of Equity Pleadings. 

3. On the Jurisdiction exercised under the Sign Manual in 
Lunacy. 

4. On the Law of Bankruptcy. 

The Reader on Equity proposes to form two private classes 
—a senior and junior, according to the amount of preliminary 
knowledge possessed by the students; using in the junior, 
“Smith’s Manual of Equity Jurisprudence,” as a textebook ; 
and in the senior, examining the principal branches of equitable 
jurisdiction, with a frequent reference to cases; and also com- 
mencing the perusal of Lord Redesdale’s Treatise on Equity 
Pleadings. 

THe Law or REAL PROPERTY. 


The Reader on the Law of Real Property proposes to deliver, 
in the ensuing educational term, a series of six public lectures 
on the following subjects :— 

1. A Comparison between the Old and New Law with respect 
to Wills. 

2. The Statutes 1 Vict. c. 26, and 15 & 16 Vict. c. 24. 

3. The Decisions upon those Statutes. 


In his private classes, the Reader on the Law ot Real Pro- 
perty will refer more particularly to the cases cited in public 
lectures. He will also endeavour to go through a complete 
course of Real Property Law, using the work of Mr. Joshua 
Williams as a text-book. 


JURISPRUDENCE AND THE Crvimm Law. 


The Reader on Jurisprudence and the Civil Law proposes | 
in the course of the ensuing educational term, to deliver six’ 
public lectures on the following subject — 

The Roman Law of Testaments and Legacies, and the Prin- 
ciples which have descended from it to Modern Jurisprudence. 

With his private class, the Reader will proceed through the 
principal departments of Roman Law, taking as his text-book 
the “ Institutiones Juris Romani Privati” of Warnkénig, and 
beginning at the first chapter of that work. The course will 
if possible, be so arranged that a definite portion of its subject 
may be completed in each educational term, 


Common Law. 

The Reader on Common Law proposes to deliver, during the 
ensuing educational term, six public lectures, as under>— 

Lecture 1 will be introductory to the study of the law. 

The remaining lectures of the course will be devoted to the 
following subjects :— 

1. The sources whence our Common Law has been derived. 

2. The Leading Principles of Law, as applied in Civil or 
Criminal Cases, 

3. Tribunals which administer the Common Law. 

With his private class the Reader will explain and trace out 
the operation of legal principles, illustrating this subject by 
references to decided cases, and using as text-books “ Smith's 
“ Broom’s Legal Maxims” (3rd 


By order of the Council, 
(Signed) Ricuarp Berax.t, Chairman, 
Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn, July 26, 1860, 
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Avmission of Attorneys. 


Queen's Bench. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
In and on the Last Day of Michaelmas Term, 1860. 


[The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
articled follow in ordinary type.] 

AssInDER, THomas.—T. Harding, Birmingham; J. Powell, 
Birmingham. 

Aston, Freperick Tucker.—L. Walters, Basinghall-street; 
H. Terrell, Basinghall-street. 

Arxinson, Joun.—E. B. Steel, Cockermouth. 

Atwoop, W. Francis Harvey.—A. Turner, Red Lion-square; 
C, Fiddey, Harcourt-buildings. 

Beswick, Georce.—J. W. Blakeley, 26, Nicholas-lane, 

Briison, ALFRED.—W. Billson, Jun., Leicester. 

Bonn, Joun.—M. Myres, Preston. 

Bow sy, Antuony, G. T.—T. W. Bowlby, Old Fish-street. 

Bryan, Witt1am.—ZJ. S. Falkner, Bath. 

CALLAWAY, WILLIAM PaRKER.—J. Callaway, Canterbury; 
R. Furley, Ashford. 

Carr, Jonn.—T. Jones, King’s Arms-yard, 

Carrick, Jonn.—J. Lee, Brampton. 

Cator, BertrE Peter.—J. M. Pearce, Old Broad-street. 

Cuapwick, THomas.—P. W. Newsam, Warwick. 

CHALLIS, FREDERICK,—W. Challis, Basingstoke. 

CHAMBERLAIN, WiLL1am.—J. Eldridge, Newport; Harrison 
and Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Coxturss, Henry.—P. 8. Coxe, Coleman-street. 

Cooxe, Witt1aM.—M. R. Leverson, St. Helen’s-place; W. W. 
King, King-street; G. Holmer, Jun., Bucklersbury. 

Coorer, SamurL HERBERT.—S. Cooper, Henley-on-Thames ; 
S. M. How, Shrewsbury; W. H. Brabant, Saville-place. 

Covutsoyr, Jouxn.—C. C. Foottit, Newark. 

CurupBertTson, J. HoweLtit.—A. Cuthbertson, Neath. 

DateyMPLe, WILLIAM CHARLES.—C. F. Robinson, Queen 
Street-place, City. 

Davies, Samuet Ricnarp.—J. Cooke, Ross. 

Davies, THomas.—T. J. Nelson, Hatton-court, Threadneedle- 
street. 

Davis, THomas.—T. Tyrrell, Guildhall-yard; T. Paine, 
Gresham-house, Old Broad-street. 

Denxsr, Tuomas Witt1am.—T. Denby, Frederick’s-placc, 
Old Jewry. 

Drxon, Sepriuus.—W. J. Williams, Brighton. 

East, Gzorce Epwarp.—J. W. How Fenchurch-street. 

Evans, Jonny Haywarp.—John Evans, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Eve, Ricnarp.—aA. S. Field, Leamington. 

Farrincton, Joux.—R, B. B. Cobbett, Manchester. 

Frevp, Attan.—E. W. Field, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Fiscu, Ricuarp.—J. Mayhew, Wigan. 

Frietcuer, Georce Rutrer.—T. Micklem, Maidenhead. 

Foiper, Joux.—C. Baker, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Forssaw, Joux.—William Ascroft, Preston. 

Foster, Joux, Jun.—J. Foster, Pontefract. 

Ganon, Jony.—J. Hignett, Chester, 

Garvey, Ricnarp Epwarv.—J. T. Tweed, Lincoln; E. 
Jones, 4, Millman-place. 

Greerarp, Joseru.—M. Dawes, Bolton; P. Catterall, Jun., 
Preston. 

Gop, CuarLtes Epuusp.—N. C. Gold, Whitefriars-street. 

Gorpos, Paut Josnua.—R. B. Beddome, Nicholas-lane. 

Goutp, W1tt1am.—W. Wake, Sheffield. 

Haut, Wirttiam Taytox.—W. H. Green, 20, Moorgate- 
street. 

Harse, Ricnazp WitiiamM Davis CLrarexce.—hR. T. Head, 
Exeter. 

Haxcovet, Durant Batemay.—W. Galsworthy, Old Jewry 
Chambers. 

Hazr, Rorert—H. C. Chilton, Chancery-lane. 

Harrier, Fraxcis.—R. Handsley, Burnley. 

Hettarp, Josern Avoevstcs,—C, B, Hellard, Portemouth. 

Hexpersoxs, Evwarv.—J. A, McLeod, London-street. 

Hewitt, Joux Fisurzr.—G. Armstrong, Workington; William 
Bell, City of London. 

Hout, James.—J. Blackwell, Helm, Derby. 

Horie, Turopore—J. I. Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; 
Hill and Matthews, Bury-court. 

Huones, Faepruick James —J, Hughes, Chapel-street. 

Ivesos, Atevnt.—A. Iveson, Sen,, Hedon. 

Jacksons, Anruun,—E. Jackson, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

JSscnsos, Guonce Patnun.—T. Paine, Gresham-house, Old 











Broad-street. 4 

JANEWAY, GEORGE WitLiam Howarp.—W. Janeway, 38, 
Bedford-row. 

JEFFERSON, JAMES WiLL1AM.—H. J. Coleman, Pontefract. 

JEWESSON, RopertT Hatrierp.—A. Goddard, King-street, 
Cheapside. 

Jopson, THOMAS.—Minshall and Sanders, Bromsgrove; Rob. 
inson and Preston, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

JoNnES, JoHN HENRY Locke,—J. Jones, Worcester. 

Knocker, Epwarp Wottaston N.—E. Knocker, Dover; J, 
M. White, 10, Whitehall-place. 

Lay, James.—F, G. Abell, 44, Poultry. 

Leg, James Brackitock.—W. Carrick, Brampton. 

Linton, Henry Piper.—J. Buchannan, Whitby. 

MarspEN, GEorGE Witit1AM.—J. Marsden, Wakefield. 

MaktTIn, GEorcE.—J. Bush, Bradford. 

Martuews, James LLEWELLYN.—-W. Walton, Bucklersbury. 

MaynarpD, Crorron.—T. C. Maynard, Durham. 

Mepca.r, Witt1am.—T. F. Robins, 9, Tokenhouse-yard. 

MICKLETHWAITE, JoHN.—J. Webster, Sheffield. 

MILter, Datton THomas.—E. F. Burton, 7, Chancery-lane, 

Mixes, Ernest SWINNERTON.—J. C. Newbold, Matlock. 

Motecey, J. Motecey Twiccre.—Moore and Peake, Slea- 
ford. 

Moxon, Joun.—R. M. Lowe, Tanfield-court. 

NeEwsoip, THomas Henry.—J. C. Newbold, Matlock. 

Oxtver, FREDERICK Witu1am, M.A.—W. E. Oliver, 16, New 
Bridge-street. 

PARTRIDGE, SAMUEL StEADS.—G. Toller, Leicester. 

Payne, Epwarp.—S. Carter, Great George-street, West- 
minster. 

Puetps, Partie Epmunp.—W. Hobbs, Reading. 

Purtirrs, Witt1amM.—T. Phillips, Sen., Plymouth. 

Pickerinc, Georce Epwarp.—G. Spinks, Howden; J. 
Woods, Howden; R. M. Benson, Aylesbury. 

Powe.tt, Epwarp Evans.—J, Powell, Birmingham; H. 
Hawkes, Birmingham. 

Price, Witttam Scartett.—J. S. Price, Burford; W. H. 
Trinder, 1, John-street; R. H. Peacock, South-square. 

Ram, WituETt.—S. B. Jackaman, Ipswich. 

Rem, Aucustus Henry.—H. Lloyd, Milk-street, Cheapside. 

RicHarpson, WittIAM GEoRGE.—J. P. Bolding, 35, Fen- 
church-street; B. W. Simpson, Gracechurch-street. 

Ropuam, WiLL1AM WrerE.—W. Rodham, Wellington. 

Romney, CHURCHILL.—A. Sproule, Tewkesbury. 

RYALLS, CHARLES WaGER.—J. Ryalls, Sheffield. 

Scott, JosepH.—T. Robinson, Leeds; J. Greene, Leeds. 

Smitu, C. Aveustin Wotston.—Charles A. Smith, Green- 
wich. 

Satu, Georce Freprericx.—F. Hatton, Essex-street, Strand. 

Smiru, Lecu Detves B.—H. Smith, Richmond; C. J. 
Fletcher, Abingdon-street. 

SranrorD, ALFRED.—C. N. Cole, Essex-street, Strand. 

STANILAND, CHARLES Henson.—E, Atkinson, Bouverie- 
street. 

STeEDMAN, Henry.—L. W. Winterbotham, Stroud. 

StockeNn, WiLL1AM.—Frederick West, Charlotte-row, City. 

Stocks, Joun.—J. W. Westmorland, Wakefield. 

Stockton, JaAmMEs.—W. Munton, Banbury. 

Storer, Epwin.—W. K. Taylor, Manchester. 

Tate, THomas.—F. Pearson, Kirkby Lonsdale; F. F. Pear- 
son, Kirkby Lonsdale. 

TATTERSHALL, Epwarp GrorGr.—W. T. Clarke, 30, Great 
James-street; J. Singleton, 9, Great James-street. 

Terry, Joun.—William Melton, Bedford-row. 

Tuomas, Arruur.—H. Rodgers, Sheffield. 

Thomas, CHArLES.—H. Thomas, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Tuomrson, AntHur.—H., Marshall, Liverpool. 

Tuomrson, Bensamin Buaypes, Jun.—B. B. Thompson, Sen, 
‘Tadcaster. 

Tixkier, Georce Samuet.—C. Hinnell, Bury St. Edmunds. 

Tomas, Eowarp Joun.—-J. Chubb, Cirencester; RK. Mullings, 
Cirencester. 

TomK1nson, Frepertc Witt1AM.—R. Heaton, Burslem. 

Toruam, Curistoruen.—T. Topham, Middleham; R. 0. 
Horne, Staines. 

TREDGOLD, Ropert Samvet.—A. Wells, Upper Clapton. 

Urnquaart, Joun.—J. H. Hulme, Salford; i 3. Austin, Man- 
chester. . 

Vixcent, Jacon, Jun.—Joln Layton, Ely-place. 

Wapswortn, Frenentcx.—J. Wadsworth, Nottingham. | 

Waker, Hoon.—R. F. and C. J. Welchman, Southam. 

Warman, Witssam.—J. H. Warman, Stroud. 

Watson, Ropent, Jun—K. Watson, Bouverie-street. 
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Watson, SAMUEL.—W. H. Watson, Bouverie-street. 

Waveu, Joun GEorGE.—W. Chater, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; 
C. B. Hodgson, Carlisle. 

Werron, Witt1am Wooparpv.—G. Moor, Woodbridge. 

WesTERN, GEORGE Apo.pnus.—J. A. Young, St. Mildred’s- 


court. 
Waattey, Henry StanLtEY.—Thomas E. Swift, Blackburn. 
WuiteFIELD, Henry Francis.—J. Weymouth, Clifford’s-inn; 
§. T. G. Downing, Redruth; T. Nicholls, St. Columb. : 
WigGLESwoRTH, WILLIAM.—J. Bagshaw, Manchester; J. Bag- 
shaw, jun., Manchester. 

Waiaume, Tuomas Burrs Tanqueray, jun.—W. Murray, 
Birchin-lane. 

Wiut1ams Joun.—R. D. Williams, Carnarvon 

Wison, Lancrorp.—J. E. Lawton, Leicester; W. Gregory, 
Leicester. 

Woop, Witt1Am Joun.—W. Kinsey, Bloomsbury-square; and 
Bloomsbury-place, . 

Woottacott, THomas GriFFitHs.—T. E. Parson, Grace- 
church-street. 


Michaelmas Term, 1860, pursuant to Judges’ Orders. 


ArnoLD, CHARLES THomas.—G. A. Crawley, Whitehall-place. 

BonviILLE, Joun.—W. Lloyd, Carmarthen. 

Brown, CHARLES ABRAHAM,—J. H. Todd, Winchester. 

Brown, GeorGre.—W. H. Brown, Chester. 

Cannock, JOHN CARELEssS.—J. Cannock, Newent. 

FEARENSIDE, JOHN, jun.—J. Fearenside, Burton-in-Kendal. 

Fretp, Basiw.—E. W. Field, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

GasTRELL, Henry Tawartes.—G. Burges, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. 

Geach, Ropert Epear.—C. H. Stedman, Guildford; G. 
Hillyer, Philpot-lane. 

GreeTHAM, THoMAs.—F. J. Jessopp, Derby. 

GUDGEON, JAMES, jun.—J. Gudgeon, Stowmarket. 

Kemrson, EpwarD FLEETWoop.—W. B. Young, Hastings; 
R. Jackson, 41, Bedford-row; T. Plews, 14, Old Jewry- 
chambers, 

Lez, Barnarp.—C. V. Lewis, 2, Raymond-buildings. 

Lirttz, Davip.—J. Taylor, Bradford, Yorkshire. 

MontcomerY, JoHN—M. Allan, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; R. 
M. Allan, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Rogers, W1LL1aAM.—J. Johnston, Hampstead. 

Scorr, Joun Roprnson.—H. C. Chilton, 7, Chancery-lane. 

Skipper, CHARLES Puinip.—G. W. Digby, Maldon. 

Smru, Henry, jun.—H. T. Smith, Devonport T. Baker, 
jun,, Dowgate-hill-chambers. 

Smita, Tuomas Srvirer.—T. S. James, Birmingham. 

Tuompson, ARTHUR.—B. B. Thompson, Tadcaster; H. Mar- 
shall, Liverpool. 

Taompson, JoHN.—W. Hutchinson, Stanhope. 

Taustram, Witt1AM Prince.—W. D. Gaches, Peterborough; 
L. Hicks, Gray’s-inn. 

Yeo, Toomas.—G. H. Sawtell, John-street, Bedford-row. 


— a cane 


Births, MMarriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 
BEARD—On August 1, the wife of Thomas Beard, Esq., Solicitor, of a 


son. 
FOOTT—On July 28, at Cork, the wife of Alexander Pope Foott, Esq., 
Solicitor, of a daughter. 
WALKER—On July 23, at Dublin, the wife of John Francis Walker, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 


B:RD—BRINTON—On July 24, at Kidderminster, — Bird, Esq., Solicitor, 
of Kidderminster, to Margaret Harvey, only daughter of the late William 
Brinton, Esq., Solicitor. 

CRAWFORD—BLANSHARD—On July 24, William Crawford, Esq., of 
Leeds, Barrister-at-Law, to Caroline Margarette, eldest danghter of 
William Blanshard, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Recorder of Doncaster. 

FOULKES—HARWAR—On July 28, Arthur D. Foulkes, Esq., Solicitor, 
geet to Georgiana Gertrude, daughter of the late Charles Harwar, 

leton. 


fm » 
HOYLE—DAVY—On August 1, Fretwell William Hoyle, Esq., Solicitor, 
rham, eldest son of William Fretwell Hoyle, Esq., of Ferham 

House, Yorkshire, to Rosa, third daughter of Albert Davy, Esq., of 
Leeds, Consul of the United States of America, 

ObY—~NOTLEY—On July 21, Henry Morton Ody, Esq., Solicitor, of New 
Boswell-court, Lincoln’s-inn, to Miss Georgina Sophia Notley. 

SOUTHEY—HARVEY—On July 25, the Rov. H. Willes Southey, M.A,, 
to Mary Frances, daughter of the late John Marvoy, Esq., formerly of 
the Middle ‘Yemple, Burrister-at-Law, 

DEATHS, 

BARRET—On July 28, at Otley, aged 33, Edward Barret, Esq., Solicitor, 

BROWN—On July 13, aged 35, Mary Aun, the wife of Mr. H. G. Brown, 
In Revenue, and daughter of Thomas Brown, Esq., Solicitor, 


n. 
CARRINGTON—On July 30, Frederick Augustus Carrington, E9q., F.S.A,, 





of Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Barrister of the Oxford Circuit, Recorder of 
Wokingham, D.L. for Berks, and J.P. for Wilts, aged 58. 

FLOUD—On July 31, at Dublin, Ellen Letitia, only daughter of Frederick 
L. Flood, Esq., Solicitor. 

FORSTER—On July 28, at Bradford, suddenly, aged 48, George Brown 
Forster, Esq., Solicitor. 

MACDONALD—On July 28, aged 85, Frances Maria, widow of the late 
Lieut.-Colonel John Macdonald, of Summerlands, Exeter, and daughter 
of the late Sir Robert Chambers, formerly Chief Justice of Bengal. 


ER Ea 


Anclaimed Stock in the Bank of Bngland. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months:— 

Howman, Kev. Artaur Epwarp, Shiplake, Oxon, unclaimed dividend 
£6,111: 1: 1 3 per Cents.—Claimed by Rev. Gzonce Ernest Howman, 
sole executor. 

Wetcu, Tuomas, Gent., Jermyn-street, St. James’s, £100 Reduced.— 
Claimed by Tuomas WELsH. 

WuitcREave, GEorce Tuomas, Esq., of Eaton-square, Pimlico, 
£1,954 : 7 : 3 Consols.—Claimed by Georce Toomas WHITGREAYE. 


—_>———_—_- 
English Munds and Railway Stock. 
(Last Official Quotation during the week ending Friday evening.) 


| | 
\ \Ramwars — Continued: 


| Shrs.| 
| London and Blackwall. 
| 





ENGLisH FunpDs. 


Bank Stock .....+++! Stock/| 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann.. Stock | Lon.Brighton& S.Coast 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann. 95 |Lon. Chatham & Dover 
New 3 per Cent. Ann.. Stock 
New 24 per Cent. Ann.) 125 
Conscls foraccount ../ Stock 
Long Ann. (exp. Apr.) Stock 
5, 1885) seseeeseee! 
India Debentures, 1858.) 
Ditto 1859. | 
|IndiaStock ........../ 
India Loan Scrip. Po 
\India 5 per Cent. 1859.. 
India Bonds (£1000) .. 
Do. (under £1000)..... 
Exch. Bills (£1000)... 
Ditto (£500).... 
Ditto (Small) .. 


Stock| Midland 
Stock 





Mth. cecccecs 


Scottish 
Scot. N. E. 
Stoc! 


Raitway Stock. 
Shrs. 
Stock | Birk. Lan. & Ch. June. 
Stock Bristol and Exeter....| 
Stock |Caledonian ..........| 
20 [Cornwall .......+++++! 
Stock/East Anglian ......../ 
Stock|Eastern Counties ....) 
Stock/ Eastern Union A. Stock) 
Stock! Ditto B. Stock 
Stock |East Lancashire | 
Stock Edinburgh & Glasgow. 
Stock Edin. Perth, & Dundee) 
Stock'Glasgow and South- 
Western .....seee. 
Stock |Great Northern ....../ 














Lines at fired Rentals. | 


| } 
Stock; Buckinghamshire ....) 
| |Stock| Chester and Holyhead. | 
||Stock| Ditto 5§ per Cent...| 
Stock) Ditto A. Stock \/Stock| Ditto 5 per Cent - 
Steck} Ditto B. Stock.... |\Stock|East Lincoln, guar. 6) 
Stock Gt. Southn. & Westn. i} | per Cent .....+e00- 

| (Ireland) .........., U4 || 50 |Hull and Selby ...... 
Stock Great Western ......| 3§ |/Stock London and Greenwich 
Stock |Lancaster and Carlisle. .. ;/Stock} Ditto Preference..| 1 

| Ditto Thirds..| .. ||Stock|Lon.,Tilbury, Sthend .. 

| Ditto New Thirds... .. |/Stock| Shrewsbury & Herefd.) 1043 
Stock jLaneash. & Yorkshire, 4 tock Wits and Somerse -| 93 











—_— ——>—_——— 


Rondon Gazettes. 


Professional Partnership Dissolved. 
Friar, Aug. 3, 1860. 


Kemrson, Gsorcs Staeatser, & Carteret Jonn Hatrorp 
Attorneys & Solicitors, 31, Abingdon-street, Westminster, by mutual 


FLETCRER, 


consent. July 31. 


@Hindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 
‘Turspay, July 31, 1860. 

Hgratp Lies Assurance Society.—The Master of the Rolls has appointed 
Frederick Whinney, Esq., No. 5, Serle-street, Lincoln’s-inn, Middlesex, 
Official Manager of this Society, 

Lonpon AND County Hau. anp Catres Insurance Company,-—Hon, Viee- 
Chancellor Sir John Stuart purposes, on Ang. 4, at 1, to make a call on 
all contributories for £20 per share, 

Naw Enaine Coat Mintne Company,—Vice-Chanecetior Wood has peremp- 
torily ordered a call of £400 per share on all contributeries, oa or before 
Aug. 7. William Turquand, Official Manager, 16, Tokenhouse-yard, 
London, 

Kent Zooboetcan and Boranrcan Gaapans Company, vow Hog { 
called the Rosuxenvitts Gaapsns Conrant,— Vice-Chancellor 
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will, on Aug. 4, at 1, proceed to make a call on all contributories of £1 
per share. 


UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY, 
Faiway, Aug. 3, 1860. 

New Encine Coat Mininc Company.—V. C. Wood has peremptorily 
ordered a call of £400 per share, on Aug. 7. Turquand, Solicitor, 16, 
Tokenhouse-yard, London. 

SoLvEeNcyY Mutvat GUARANTEE Company.—V.C. Wood will, on Nov. 1, 
at 12, at 11, New-square, London, settle the list of contributories. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap, 35, 
Last Day of Claim. 
TuESDAY, July 31, 1860. 


ATKINSON, WILLIAM, Morpeth, Northumberland (who died in or about 
Dec. 1859). Messrs. W. & B. Woodman, Executors, Morpeth. Aug. 31. 

Custer, SaMurt, Railway Manager, late of West Hartlepool, Durham 
(who died in or about March, 1860). W. E. Duncan, Solicitor, 81, Bas- 
inghall-street, London, Aug. 30. 

Cowens, LUKE, Stobhill, Morpeth, Northumberland (who died in or about 
June, 1860). Messrs. W. & B. Woodman, Morpeth. Aug. 31. 

Tomas, Licensed Victualler, Hero of Switzerland Public- 
house, Loughborough-road, Brixton, Surrey (who died on June 22, 
jen gh Dimmock & Burbey, Solicitors, 2, Suffolk-lane, Cannon-street. 

pt. 1. 

HixpMarca, Marx, Widow, Morpeth, Northumberland (who died in or 
about June, 1859). Messrs. W. & B. Woodman, Morpeth. Aug. 31. 
Newton, Joun Corns, Fellmonger, Wolverhampton, Staffordshire (who 
died on or about Feb. 13, 1859), H.H. Hewlings, Toll Collector, Wol- 
verhampton, Staffordshire ; W. Manby, Gent., Wolverhampton, Stafford- 

shire, Executors. 

Newrox, Wittiam, Merchant’s Clerk, Birmingham, Warwickshire (who 
died at Puebla, Mexico, on or about July 9, 1858). H. H. Hewling- 
Toll Collector, Tettenhall, Staffordshire; W. Manby, Gent., Wolver- 
hampton, Staffordshire. 

Suits, JonN, Esq., late of 4, Kelso-terrace, near Stoke Newington, Middle- 
sex, and of 5, Austin-friars, London (who died on Nov. 26, 1858.) Clay- 
ton & Son, Solicitors, 10, Lancaster-place, Strand. Sept. 1. 

Swisez, Jonn, Rev., Clerk, Mansfield, Yorkshire (who died on Jan. 20, 
1860.) Langhorne, Solicitor, Wakefield. Oct. 1. 

THornTOoN, Rospert, Donkin Ri 
on or about June 15, 1860.) 
Ang. 31. 

Usner, JO HN, Gent., Giles-street, Little Horton, Bradford (who died on 
or about July 7, 1860.) Turner, Clayton Heights, Bradford ; or Tur- 
ner, jun., Horton Grange, Bradford, Executors. Oct. 7. 


Fray, Aug, 3, 1860. 

BeayitT, Gtorce, Gent., 21, Devonshire-street, St. Peter's, Islington 
Sd died on or + haa 24, 1860). Hick, Solicitor, 13. Copthall- 

Barker, Tuomas, Yeoman, Over, Cambridge (who died on March 16, 
1846). Greene & Mellor, Solicitors, St. Ives and Huntingdon. Sept. 19. 

Bennett, Joun Levert, Cordwainer, St. Ives, Huntingdon (who died on 
or about Sept. 30, 1821). Greene & Mellor, Solicitors, St, Ives and 
Huntingdon. Sept. 19. 

BorBaDaitz, Joun Watson, Esq., Blackheath, Kent (who died on August 
12, 1859). Lowless & Nelson, Solicitors, 2, Hatton-court, Threadneedle- 
street, London. Sept. 1. 

Cang, Marrue Diana, Widow, late of Wellington-square, Hastings, Sussex, 
formerly of Colchester, Essex, and Tonbridge Wells, Kent (who died on 
Dec. 29, 1859). Dawes & Sons, Solicitors, 9, Angel-court, Throgmor- 
ton-street, London. Oct. 1. 

HvxtTaBez, Joun, Master Mariner, Penryn, Cornwall (who died on April 
28, 1860). Lake, Executrix, Falmouth, Sept. 24. 

Jenkins, Sakau, Widow, 13, John-terrace, John-street, Kingsland, Middle- 
sex (who died on June 29, 1860). Miller & Horn, Solicitors, 9, George- 
yard, Lombard-street, London. Aug. 30. 

MAcDONALD, James, formerly a Paymaster of the East Indian Depots, 15, 

‘t-row, Brompton, Kent (who died on June 15, 1860). Acworth 
& Son, Solicitors, Star Hill, Rochester. Aug. 30. 

Haraison, Geonce Wit11am, Corn Dealer, Wakefield (who died on April 
19, 1860). Whitham, Solicitor, Wakefield. Nov. 1. 

Magks, Jon Epwarp, Gent., formerly Bagshot, Surrey, afterwards Chat- 
ham, Kent (who died on Dec. 22, 1859). Acworth & Son, Solicitors, Star 
Hill, Rochester. Ang. 30. 

Nogta, Hon. Dupter, (commonly called Lord North) Weavering, Boxley, 
Kent (who died on Jan. 27,1860). King & Hughes, Solicitors, Maidstone, 
Kent. Sept. 27. 

Sant, Epwaxp, Esq., Cannock, Staffordshire (who died on or about July 
po wg Landor, Gardner, & Landor, Solicitors, Rugely, Staffordshire. 

Sitvester, Eviza Eveanor, Spinster, late of Leaniington, Warwickshire, 
formerly Chorley, Lancashire (who died on Jan. 9,1854). Slater, Heelis, 
& Co., 75, Princess-street, Manchester. Sept. 15. 

Toren, Joux, Gent. Giles-street, Little Horton, Bradford (who died on or 
about July 7, 1860). Turner, Solicitor, Clayton Heights, Bradford, or 
Turner, jun., Horton Grange, near Bradford, Oct. 7. 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Torspax, July 31, 1860. 
CrarK, Wittiam, Ivory & Bone Turner, Exeter-row, Birmingham (who 
died on or about Feb. 12, 1859). Osborn v. Smart, M. R. Nov. 2, 
Pessisotos, Geornce James, Esq., 20, Cumberiand-street, Portman- 
square, Middlesex (who died on or about Nov. 14, 1850), Freeman v. 
fs ~ & ) sete Ye: C. Stuart. Nov. 14. 
Ont, Srernen, Farmer, Houghton Kegis, Bedfordshire (who died on or 
about Feb. 14, 1660). ' Lambert v. Sinith, V.C. Wood. Nov. 2. 
, Rowext, Fronyw, Lianfibangely-tracthen, Merionethshire (who 
died in or about Aug. 1859). Roberts v. Roberts, V.C. Wood. Nov. 5. 
Tatiock, Tuomas, Silk Broker, 7, Mariborough-place, Old Kent-road, 
Surrey, and 69, Basinghall-street, London (who died on May 12, 1860). 
Solomon & Solomon v. Tatlock, V. C. Stuart. Oct. 3). 
Lasoninor, Anicait, Widow, late of Brunswick-square, Brighton, Sussex, 
and of Cigyton Wickham, near Brighton (who died in or about April, 
1858). o. Langridge, V. C. Kindersley. Nov, 3. 


, Hartburn, Northumberland (who died 
. & B. Woodman, ;Solicitors, Morpeth. 





Frivay, Aug. 3, 1860. 

Cuanx, Wiit1aM, Baker, 57, Bell-street, St. Marylebone, Middlesex ( 
died 7 or about June 23, 1859). Huntsman v. Dearden & others, i 
Nov. 7. ‘ Lis 

Hinz, Jonn Birp, Leeford, East Budleigh, Devonshire (who died on or 
about March 18, 1859). Jauncey, Walker, & Daw, Plaintiffs; Her 
rs Attorney-General, Hine, & Hine, Defendants, V. C. Stuart, 
Nov. 23. 

RENNER, EpwarD, Yeoman, Chatton, Northumberland (who died on Noy, 
5, 1858). Renner v. Wilson, V. C. Stuart. Nov. 7. 

SHERWIN, JcHN GREENWELL, Engineer & Press Maker, late of Cumbe 
land-street, Shoreditch, Middlesex (who died in or about June, 1899), 
Sherwin v. Tyler and Burge, V.C. Wood. Nov. 13. 

TayLeur, CHARLES, Iron Founder, Liverpool (who died in or about 
1854). Serjeantson v. Tayleur and Others, V.C. Stuart. Nov. 6. 

Tries, JosEPH, Builder, Walcot, Bath (who died in or about May, 1860), 
Triggs v. Triggs, V.C. Stuart. Nov. 10. 

WitiiamMson, Josep, Esq., late of Belle Vue, Manghold, Isle of Man, 
formerly of Liverpool (who died in or about Dec. 1857). Williamson 
v. Grayson and Others, M.R. Nov. 6. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
TuespDAY, July 31, 1860. 


Dickins, Wititam, Shoe Manufacturer, Daventry, Northamptonshire, 
July 27. Trustees, Maunder, Leather Merchant, Rood-lane, Fenehurch- 
street, London; Oastler, Leather Merchant, Market-street, Bermond- 
sey, Surrey. Sols. Coleman, Turquand, Youngs, & Co., London, 

Lavincton, James, Currier, Reading, Berkshire. July 23. Trustees, 
Gilligan, Leather Seller, Reading; Paxton, Wholesale Currier & Leather 
Seller, Bartholomew-close, London. Sol. Turner, 68, Aldermanbury, 
London. 

Morris, THomas, Draper & Grocer, St. Briavels, Gloucestershire. July 44, 
Trustee, Ackerman, Druggist, Bristol. Sols. J. & H. Livett, Albic 
chambers, Small-street, Bristol. 

Mossy, Wittiam, Grocer & Draper, Doncaster, Yorkshire. July 20, 
Trustees, Wilton, Wholesale Grocer, Doncaster ; Waring, Contractor, 
Swinton, Wath-upon-Dearne, Yorkshire. Sol. Wright, 6, St. George- 
gate, Doncaster. 

SrerHenson, Cuar.es, Iron Merchant, Gracechurch-street, London, 
June 22. Trustees, Tann, Fire-proof Safe Manufacturer, Walbrook, Lon- 
don; Hawkins, Iron Merchant, Hatfield-street, Stamford-street, Black- 
friars, Surrey. Sol. Dean, 27, New Broad-street, London. 

Wacon, Jonn, Sadler & Grocer, East Malling, Kent. July 7. Trustee, 
W. Hammerton, Grocer, Maidstone, Kent. Sol. Morgan, Maidstone. 


Friay, Aug. 3, 1860. 

BenJamin, Natuan, & Epwin Dirrxe, Gas Fitters, 19, New-cut, Lam- 
beth, Surrey. July 6. Zrustee, J. Tye, Brassfounder, 80, Moland- 
street, Birmingham. Sol. Charnock, 51, King William-street, London. 

Guson, THomas Joun, Ir ger, H low, Middlesex. July 17, 
Trustees, H. P. Andrewes, Tin-plate Worker, 2, North-street: Mews, 
John-street, Fitzroy-square, Middlesex ; F. P. Fellows, Merchant, Wol- 
verhampton, Staffordshire. Sol. Edwards, 14 & 15, St. Swithin’s- 
lane, E.C. 

Harris, Arraur, Builder, Hunt End, Worcestershire. July 30, Zrus- 
tees, G. Shelton, Timber Merchant, Hagley-road, Edgbaston, Warwick- 
shire; S. Welch, Needle Manufacturer, Hunt End. Sol. Browning, 
Redditch, Worcestershire. 

Tomiinson, Joun, Grocer, Buckden, Arncliffe, Yorkshire. July 12. 
Trustees, R. Foster, Farmer, Beggarmans, Buckden; S, Tennant, Far- 
mer, Buckden. Hammond, West Burton, Bedale, Yorkshire. 


Bankrupts. 
Tuespay, July 31, 1860. 


Barrett, Isaac Joun, Hotel Keeper, Liverpool. Com. Perry: Aug. 4, 
and Sep. 4, at 11; Liverpool. Og. Ass. Cazenove. Sol. Pemberton, 13, 
Cable-street, Liverpool. Pet. July 25. 

Bounp, Wi111aM, sen., Farmer, Corn, Seed, & Coal Merchant, Thames- 
street, London, and of Poole, and Corfe Mullen, Dorsetshire. Com. 
Fane: Aug. 1!, at Ll, and Sep. 14, at 1; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. 
Whitmore. Sol. Skilbeck, 19, Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, 
London, or Aldridge & Harker, Poole. Pet. July 27. 

BusHe.t, Joseru, & ALFRED WALKER, Straw Hat Manufacturers, 93, 
Wood-street, London. Com. Fane: Aug. 14, and Sep. 13, at 11; =, 
hall-street. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sols, J, & J. H. Linklater & Hack 
7, Walbrook. Pet. July 31. ’ 

Daunt, Epwarb RusseLL, & Joun Wison, Bill Brokers, 37, Old Broad- 
street (Daunt, Wilson, & Co.). Com. Fane: Aug. 10, and M4, 
at 12; Basinghall-street. Og’. Ass. Cannan, Sols, J. & J. H. Linklater 
& Hackwood, 7, Walbrook. et. July 30. 

Haynes, Samuet Nixon, Grocer, Leek, Staffordshire. Com. Sanderss 
Aug. 13, and Sep. 10, at 11; Birmingham, Off. Ass, Harris. Sols. 
Redfern & Sons, Leek, or Colliss & Ure, Birmingham, /et. July 23. 

Hearrorp, Ricuagp, Auctioneer & Cornfactor, Pre (8 Pg Leicester- 
shire, Com. Sanders: Aug. 16, and Sep. 11, at 11.30; Shirehall, Not- 
tingham. Of. Ass. Harris. Sol. Perkins, Loughborough. dé. 
July 27. 


Hotme, Antuonry, Ship Owner, Commercial Wharf, Old Swan-jane, U; 
Thames-lane, Upper Thames-street. Com. Holroyd: a 3, + 
18, at 2.30; Basinghall-street. Og. Ass. Edwards. Sols. Tuke & Valpy; 
31, Swithin’s lane. et. July 20. 

Hoorn, CLezve Woopwarp, & Henay Pankixson, Leather Factors & 
Leather Merchants, Secthing-lane, London (Hooper & Parkinson). 
Com. Ayrton: Aug. 10, and Sep. 14, at 11; Basinghall-street. Of. Aas. 
Whitmore. Soils. J. & W. Butler, 191, Tooley-street. Pet, July 28. 

Isprrson, Wittiam, & Joun Insrrson, Woolen Cloth Manufacturers, Yea- 
don, Yorkshire. Com. Ayrton: Aug. 13, and Sep, 3, at 11; 

Of’. Ass. Young. Sols. Upton & Yewdall, Leeds. et. July 27, 

MacMaster, James, & SAMUEL HAINes@)rapers & ‘Tea Dealers, Aberga- 
venny, Monmouthshire (MacMaster, Haines, & Co.), Com, Hill: Aug: 
14, and Sep, 18, at 11; Bristol. Og’. Ass. Miller. Sola, Price, Aberga 

ee, “ van, Ginting, & jee ae Ped, July bod pe 
TORELL, THomas Kominson, Apothecary, Liverpool, . Perry : Auk. 
14, and Sep. 4, at 11; Liverpool. Of. Ass. Turner. Sol, damuell, 


Li 1. Pet. July 30, 
Payee, PRIS Hosa y” Leather Merchant, 252, Euston-road, formerly of 
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Bush-lane, Cannon-street, London. Com. Fane: Aug. 10, at 11, and 
baer at 11.30; hall-street. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol. Howell, 

7 15, Bow-lane, London. Pet. July 26. 
hy peanson, WILLIAM Oaitvy, Silk Agent, Milton-road, Gravesend, late of 

-street, London. Com. Fane: Aug. 11, at 11.30, dnd Sep. 14, 

Ge at 12.30; Basinghall-street. Og’. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Lloyd, 26, Milk- 
le ‘eet, Pet. July 30. 
rt, BENJAMIN, JoHN Ricnarps, & THomas Ricwarps, [ronmasters, 

West Bromwich, Staffordshire (Benjamin Richards & Sons). Com. 
oF. sanders: Aug. 10 & 31, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. 
Collis & Ure, Birmingham. Pet. July 26. 

ey gaaw, Isaac, Joiner & Builder, Macclesfield, Cheshire. Aug. 10, and Sep. 

8). 90, at 12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Pott. Sols. Parrott, Colville, & May, 
d. Pet. May 21. 

me, sua, JAMES HenBert, Tanner, Wyld’s-rents, Bermondsey, Surrey. Com. 
0 Fane: Aug. 13, at 12; and Sep. 14, at 1.30; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. 

), Whitmore. Sols. Clark & Morice, 29, Coleman-street, London. Pet. 
; 30. 
mo WeragnsToNE, EDWARD, Plumber, Cheltenham, Gloucestershire. Com. 
son Hill: Aug. 13, and Sep. 17, at 11; Bristol. OQ’.Ass. Acraman. Sols, 

Bevan, Girling, & Press, Small-street, Bristol. Pet. July 30. 
Fripay, Aug. 3, 1860. 

‘Apams, JostaH, Grocer, Hanley, Staffordshire. Com. Sanders: Aug. 16, 
ire and Sep. 7,at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Hodgson 
- & Allen, Birmingham, or Evans, Son, & Sandys, Birmingham. et. 

5 uly 20. 
od i ia. FrEDERIcK, Tanner, Bradford. Yorkshire. Com. Ayrton: 

f Aug. 20, and Sep. 17, at 11; Leeds. Of. Ass. Hope. Sols. Barret, 

city Bradford, or Cariss & Cudworth, Leeds. Pet. Aug. 1. 

Harman, EpmunD, Fruiterer, 6, South Molton-street, Grosvenor-square, 
ry, . Com. Fane: Aug. 17, and Sep. 13, at 1; Basinghall-street. 
uu Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Pocock & Poole, 58, Bartholomew-close. 
8 Pa. July 24. 

Haynes, SAMUEL Nixon, Grocer, Leek, Staffordshire. Com. Sanders: 
20. Aug. 13, and Sep. 10, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. 
tor Sols. Redfern & Sons, Leek, or Collis & Ure, Birmingham. Pet. July 23. 

sd Joes, Epwarp, Horse Dealer, Marlborough, Wilts. Com. Hill: Aug. 13, 
‘Be and Sep. 10, at 11; Bristol.’ Og’. Ass. Miller. Sols. Wittey, Devizes, 
ion or Abbot, Lucas, & Leonard, Bristol. Pet. July 24. 

i Packer, Exiza, Boot & Shoe Maker, 16, Aldgate, High-street, London, 
ck- Com. Fane: Aug. 11, at 11, and Sep. 13, at 11.30; Basinghall-street, 

Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Orchard, 5, John-street, Bedford-row. 

Pet. a 
_ Fo Nye Draper, Snelton, Nottingham. Com. Sanders: Aug. 21, 
and Sep. 11, at 11.30; Nottingham. Qf. Ass. Harris. Sol. Smith, 

High-street, Nottingham. Pet. Aug. 2. 

James Evans, Draper, Tredegar, Monmouthshire. Com. Hill: 
aa Aug. 13, and Sep, 11, at 11; Bristol. Og. Ass. Acraman. Sols. Sole, 
nd « Turner, & Turner, 68, Aldermanbury, London, or Brittan & Sons, Albion- 
ari chambers, Bristol. Pet. July 21. 

VY, Rosexts, JuLius, Engineer, 1, Grey-street, Poplar, Middlesex. Com. Hol- 
hi royd: Aug. 13, at 1.30; and Sept. 25, at 1; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. 
+ lee. Sol. Stubbs, 46, Moorgate-street, London. Pet. July 24. 

Scort, Taomas, Soap Maker & Boiler, 199, Upper Whitecross-street, Mid- 
dlesex. Com, Fane: Aug. 11, at 12; and Sept. 13, at 2; Basinghall- 

4 street. Og. Ass. Whitmore.’ Sols. Robinson, Hine, & Haycock, Solici- 
% tors, 32, Charterhouse-square. Pet. Aug. 2. 
ing, stunk, Humparey, Bootmaker, 119, Broad-street, Reading, Berkshire. 

1 Com. Fane: Aug. 13, at 11; and Sept. 13, at 11.30; Basinghall-street. 
F; 3 Of. Ass. Cannan. Sols, Lovell & Co., Gray’s-inn ; or Henderson, Read- 

+ ing. Pet. Aug. 2. 

Watson, Ropert, & Coartes Witt1aAM Watson, Curriers & Boot & Shoe 
Manufacturers, Kettering, Northampton. Com. Fane: Aug. 13, at 1; 
and Sept. 13, at 12.30; Basinghall-street. Of’. Ass. Cannan. Sols. 
J.& W. Butler, 191, ‘vooley-street, Borough. et. Aug. 2. 

M4 Wixerave, Josian Dickens, & Tuomas Wittiam Woop, Straw Plait 
13, Manufacturers, St. Albans, Herts, and Luton, Beds. Com. Fane: Aug. 
eae fh, at 11; and Sept. 13, at 1; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass, Cannan. 
mes- Sols, Ashurst, Son, & Morris, 6,Old Jewry. Jet. July 31. 

Com. BANKRUPTCY, ANNULLED. 
= Tugspay, July 3i, 1860. 

Tornsze, Tuomas, Hotel Keeper, 4, Southwick-street, Hyde-park. 
» 93, daly 28, 
a“ Fripay, Aug. 3, 1860. 

Bamronp, Joun, Grocer & Draper, Stainland, near Halifax, York shire. 

27. 
‘oad Suzrrpanp, Jos GoopmaN, Brewer & Wine Merchant, Towcester, North- 
rahe amptonshire. July 30. 
MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 

lers + Turspay, July 3}, 1860. 
Sols. Bags, Joseru, Leather Seller, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Aug. 14, at 12; 
P Newcastle-upon-'Tyne.—HEALD, GeorGE James, Money Scrivener, Man- 
ster . Aug. 31, at 12; Manchester.—Lounp, Gorge TaYLor, Com- 

Not- mission Agent, Manchester. Aug, 23, at 12; Manchester.—Moors, 

. Grocer & Stone Mason, Morland, Westmorland. Aug. 15, 

at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne.—RuspaLe, GkorGE, Surgeon, Apothe- 
ee. cary, Chemist, & Druggist, 1, Gower-place, Euston-square, Middlesex 
Sep. 1 neta the Queen’s Prison, Southwark, Surrey.) Aug. 22, at 
alpy, 11.30; Basinghall-street.—Smrri, James, Grocer & Provision Merchant, 
ab Fareham, Hants. Aug. 22, at 11; Basinghall-street. 

1801) « Fripay, Aug 3, 1860. 

, As. Bannwo, Witt1am, Law Bookseller, London. Aug. 14, at 11; Basing- 

_ hall-street.—Wittiams, Jon, Draper, Cardiff, Glamorganshire. Aug: 

Rind 6, at 11 Bristol.—Wetts, Rosert, Wholesale Tea Dealer, Newport 

Moomouthshire (Wells, Russell, & Co.) Sep, 6, at 11; Bristol. 

erga- CERTIFICATES, 

= 10 be autowxn, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting 
‘ ‘Tugspay, July 31, 1860, 

Aug. Hopkins, Epwanp James, Draper & Grocer, Fishponds, Gloucestershire. 





Aug. 24, at 11; Bristol,—Jeyxs, Joun, Nurseryman & Seedsman, 18, 
Sheep-street, Northampton, Northamptonshire, Aug. 22, at 12; Ba- 
-street.—, » Samune, Leather Seller, 37, Myddieton- 











street, Clerkenwell, Middlesex. Aug. 28, at 2; Basinghall-street:— 
Licutroot, Tomas, Ship Builder, Sunderland, Durham. Aug. 24, at 
12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne.—MorGAn, Jonny, Clay & Mineral Merchant, 
Manchester. Aug. 23, at 12; Manchester.—Suarre, WitiaAM GRaN- 
Va Timber Merchant, Northwich, Chester, Aug. 22, at 12; Liver- 
pool. 
To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
TuespayY, July 31, 1860. 


ABRAHAM, BENJAMIN, Jeweller, Fore-strect, Taunton, Somersetshire. 
July 25 (by adjt. from July 18), 3rd class.—Benrimo, Mier, & James 
Picciorro, Merchants, New Broad-street (James Picciotto). July 24, 
after a suspension of twelye months, 3rd class.—BrookEs, THOMAS, 
Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, Birmingham. July 26, 3rd class.—Ene- 
LAND, JoHN, Photographic Apparatus Manufacturer, 56, Upper Char- 
lotte-street, Fitzroy-square. July 27, 2nd class.—FarrHFruLL, WALTER, 
Linen Agent, 10, Ironmonger-lane, London. July 19, after a suspension 
of four months, 3rd class.—FERGusoN, JoHN STRETTON, Builder, Not- 
tingham. July 24, 3rd class.—Goose, Prmar W1iu1am, Builder, Down- 
ham Market, Norfolk. July 24, 2nd class.—Jackson, WiLttam, Surgeon 
& Apothecary, 42, Brewer-street, Somers-town. July 26, ist class.— 
LunpD, GeorGE Taytor, Commission Agent, Manchester. July 25, Ist 
class.—MiLis, Tomas, Chemist & Druggist, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lan- 
cashire. July 26, 3rd class.—Newns, Jonny, & Joun Hampton Wu 
KINsON, Drapers, Wolverhampton. Staffordshire. July 26, 2nd class.— 
RussELL, JouN Tuomas, Draper, Northampton, Northamptonshire. 
July 26, 2nd class.—Simaons, Tuomas, Warehouseman, Fairmead-villag, 
Albert-road, Peckham. July i9, 2nd class.—Smire, James, Grocer & 
Provision Merchant, F7reham, Hants. July 25, 2nd class.—Sreven, 
James, Hatter, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. July 25, 2nd class.—Surer, 
Georce Tromas, Confectioner, Weymouth and Melcombe Regis, Dorset- 
shire. July 25, 2nd class.—Voxe, Tuomas, Confectioner, Portsea, 
Southampton. July 26, 2nd class—West, Georce, Mast & Block 
Maker, 265, Wapping, Middlesex. July 28, 2nd class.—Wtpowson, 
Davin, Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham. July 24, 2nd class. 


Fripay, Aug. 3, 1860. 
ALLEN, Vincent, Draper, Newport, Monmouthshire. July 31, 2nd class. 


Scotch Sequestrations. 
Tvuespay, July 31, 1860. 


Ancrum, WILLIAM, sometime of Rose-villa, North End, Fulham, England, 
now of 1, Broughton-place, Edinburgh. Aug. 3, at 12; Dowell & Lyon’s 
Rooms, 18, George-street, Edinburgh. Seg. July 27. 

Letrcn, Duncan, Merchant, Lochgilphead. Aug, 8, at 2; Faculty-hall, 
St. George’s-place, Glasgow. Seg. July 28. 

MILLER, JOHN, Merchant, Springbank, Bonnington, Edinburgh. Ang. 8, 
at 2; Dowells & Lyon’s Rooms, 18, George-street, Edinburgh. Seg. 
July 27. 

Smita, Jonn ANDREW, Baker, 5, St. Patrick-street, Edinburgh. Ang. 6, 
at 3; Dowells & Lyon’s Rooms, 18, George-street, Edinburgh. Seg. 
July 26, 

Fripay, Aug. 3, 1860. 

ScHRADER, GEorGE, Leather Hide & Bark Factor, Glasgow. Aug. 10, at 
1; Stock Exchange, Glasgow. Seg. July 28. 

Samira, Mrs. Beraia or Betsy, Merchant & Trader, Strathblane, Stirling. 
Aug. 10, at 12; Campbell’s Golden Lion Hotel, King-street, Stirling. 
Seq. Aug. 2. 

MackintosH, ALEXANDER, Leather Merchant, Glasgow (A. Mackintosh & 
Co.) Aug. 10, at 2; Faculty-hall, Glasgow. Seg. July 31. 

Waker, Davin, Builder, Glasgow. Aug. 10, at 12; Faculty-hall, Glas 
gow. Seg. Aug. 1. 


UNCONDITIONAL ASSURANCE ON LIFE. 
TIXYHE LIFE ASSOCIATION OF SCOTLAND 
has adopted a NEW SCHEME of “ UNCONDITIONAL ASSU- 
RANCE,” which entirely obviates the objections to the ordinary system of 
other oftices. 

OMISSION to pay a Premium by oversight does not affect the Assuranee, 
and, after a time, Payment may be intentionally Postponed for a Year. 

The ASSURED is not subject to any Restriction as to occupation or 
residence ; and NO EXTRA PREMIUMS can ever be payable. 

The ASSURANCE is virtually Non-Forfeitable and Unquestionable. 

The POLICY-HOLDER, on surrendering his policy, can withdraw a 
fixed and unusually large proportion of his payments, or take a paid-up 
policy for double the amount; or he may withdraw the same sum as @ 
loan, and still continue the policy. 

So COMPLETE and SATISFACTORY a system of Unconditional Assu- 
rance is not to be found in the arrangements of any other assurance office. 
Explanatory Pamphlets may be had on application. 

ENTRANTS TO THE PROFIT CLASS on or before 5th DECEMBER 
NEXT will secure ONE YEAR’S BONUS more than will be allocated to 
later entrants. 

THE LIFE ASSOCIATION OF SCOTLAND was founded in 1838, and 
has issued upwards of Thirteen Thousand Policies for life assurances, 
amounting to nearly Six Millions Sterling. The Annual Income is ap- 
wards of £160,000. The policies under the original scheme have also, for 
many years, been unusually free from restrictions and imperfections, and 
the assured |have received large benefits. Prospectuses of this scheme 
also may be had on application. 

A medical officer in attendance daily at 12 o’clock. 

Lonpon, 20, Kine WiLLiAm-srasert (Crry), E.C. 

THOS, FRASER, Res, Secy. 

IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS AND MEN OF BUSINESS, 
TI\HE LIFE ASSOCIATION OF SCOTLAND 

(FounpeD 1838), is now issuing Life Assurance Policies, free of 
restrictions and conditions—not liable to any charge for Extra Premiums, 
—and virtually non-forfeitable and unquestionabie. The Policy-holders 
can also withdraw a fixed proportion of their payments either as a an or 
for the surrender of the policies, Explanatory Pamphiets of this new 
system will be furnished on application, 

A medical officer in attendance daily at 12 o'clock. 

Lonpon, 20, Kine Wituiam-strest (Crry), £.C. 

THOS, FRASER, Res, Secy. 
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UARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY, No. 11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
Established 1821. 
DIRECTORS. 
Henry Vicne, Esq., Chairman. 
Sir W. M. T. Farquaas, Bart., M.P., Deputy Chairman. 
Henry Hnise Berens, Esq. Stewart Marjoribanks, Esq. 
Charlies William Curtis, Esq. John Martin, Esq. 
Francis Hart Dyke, Esq. Rowland Mitchell, Esq. 
Sir Walter R. Farquhar, Bart. James Morris, Esq. 
Thomson Hankey, Esq., M.P. Henry Norman, Esq. 
John Harvey, Esq. Henry R. Reynolds, Esq. 
John G. Hubbard, Esq., M.P. Sir Godfrey J. Thomas, Bart. 
John Labouchere, Esq. | John Thornton, Esq. 
John Loch, Esq. James Tulloch, Esq. 
AUDITORS. 
Lewis Loyd, Esq. Henry Sykes Thornton, Esq. 
John Henry Smith, Esq. Cornelius Paine, Jun., Esq. 
Thomas Tallemach, Esq., Secretary. — Samuel Brown, Esq., Actuary. 


LIFE DEPARTMENT.—Under the provisions of an Act of Parliament, 
this Company now offers to new Insurers EIGHTY PER CENT. of the 
PROFITS, WITH QUINQUENNIAL DIVISIONS, OR A LOW RATE OF 
PREMIUM, without participation of Profits. 

Since the establishment of the Company in 1821, the Amount of Profits 
allotted to the Assured has exceeded in Cash value £660,000, which re- 
presents equivalent Reversionary Bonuses of £1,058,000. 

After the Division of Profits at Christmas 1859, the Life Assurances in 
force, with existing B thereon, ited to upwards of £4,730,000, 
the Income from the Life Branch £207,000 per annum, and the Life As- 
surance Fund exceeded £1,618,000. 

LOCAL MILITIA AND VOLUNTEER CORPS.—No extra Premium is 
required for service therein. 

INVALID LIVES assured at corresponding Extra Premiums. 

LOANS granted on Life Policies to the extent of their values, if such 
value be not less than £50. 

ASSIGNMENTS OF POLICIES.—Written nvtices of, received and regis- 
red. 





te 
MEDICAL FEES paid by the Company, and no charge for Policy 
Stamps. 


FIRE DEPARTMENT.—Insurances are effected upon every description 
of property at moderate rates. 


LOSSES caused by explosion of gas are admitted by this Company. 


HE STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY. 
SPECIAL NOTICE. 
BONUS YEAR.—SIXTH DIVISION OF PROFITS. 
All policies now effected will participate in the division to be made as at 
15th November next. 
The Standard was established in 1825. 
The first division of profits tock place in 1835; and subsequent divisions 
have been made in 1840, 1845, 1850, and 1855. 
The profits to be divided in 1860 will be those which have arisen since 


1855. 
Accumulated fund ...........+-+£1,684,598 2 10 
Annual revenue ........ 289,231 13 5 
Arinual average of new assurances effected during the last ten years 
upwards of half a millien sterling. 
Witt. Taos, Tuomson, Manager. 
H. Jones Wituias, Resident Secretary. 
The Company’s Medical Officer attends at the office daily, at half-past 
one. 





Loxpory—82, King William-street, E.C. 
Epinsurcu—3, George-street (Head Office). 
Dosiix—66, Upper Sackville-street. 


U NITED KINGDOM LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY, 


No. 8, WATERLOO PLACE, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
The Funds or Property of the Company as at 3ist December, 1858, 
amounted to £652,618 : 3: 10, invested in Government or other approved 


securities. 
The Hon. FRANCIS SCOTT, Cuatrman. 
CHARLES BERWICK CURTIS, Esq., Derury Cuatnman. 

INVALID LIVES.—Persons not in sound health may have their lives 
insured at equitable rates. 

ACCOMMODATION IN PAYMENT OF PREMIUM.—Only one-half of 
the Annual Premium, when the Insurance is for life, is required to be paid 
for the first five years, simple interest being charged on the balance. Such 
arrangement is equivalent to an immediate advance of 50 per cent.upon 
the Annual Premium, without the borrower having recourse to the un- 
pleasant necessity of procuring Sureties, or assigning and thereby parting 
with his Policy, during the currency of the Loan, irrespective of the great 
attendant expenses in such arrangement. 

The above mode of Insurance has been found most advantageous when 
Policies have been required to cover monetary transactions, or when \n- 
comes applicable for Insurance are at Fe ngpe limited, as it only necessi- 
tates half the outiay formerly required by other Companies before tne 
present system was instituted by this Office. 

LUANS are granted likewise on rea) and personal eecuritics, 

Forms of Proposals and every information afforded on applicatior tothe 
Resident Director, 6, Waterioo-place, Vall Mall, London, 8.W. 

By order, 
¥. LENNOX BOYD, Resident Director, 





| aim MUTUAL INVESTMENT, LOAY 
and DISCOUNT COMPANY (Limited), 
17, NEW BRIDGE-STREET, BLACKFRIARS, LONDON, E.¢, 


Capital, £100,000, in 10,000 shares of £10 each. 
CHAIRMAN. 
METCALF HOPGOOD, Esq., Bishopsgate-street. 
Soxicrrors. 
Messrs. COBBOLD & PATTESON, 3, Bedford-row. 


MANAGER, 
CHARLES JAMES THICKE, Esq., 17, New Bridge-street. 


INVESTMENTS.—The present rate of interest on money deposited with 
the Company for fixed periods, or subject to an agreed notice ef withdraw} 
is‘5 percent. The investment being secured by a subscribed capital ¢ 
£85,000, £70,000 of which is not yet called up. 

LOANS.—Advances are made, in sums from £25 to £1,000, upon 
approved ‘personal and other security, repayable by easy instalments, ex. 
tending over any period not exceeding 10 years. 

Prospectuses fully detailing the operations of the Company, forms 
proposal for Loans, and every information, may be obtained on pa 
tion to JOSEPH K. JACKSON, Secretary, 





——.. 


REVERSIONS AND ANNUITIES. 


AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
68, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
Cuainman—Russell Gurney, Esq., Q.C., Recorder of London, 
Deputy-CHAIRMAN—Nassau W. Senior, Esq., late Masterin Chancery, 
Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent Interests, 
Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent,and also Endowments 
granted on favourableterms. 


Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all furtherinformation, maybe 
had at the Office. C. B. CLABON, Secretary, 





OLLOWAY’S PILLS AND OINTMENT— 
ART SURPASSES SCIENCE.—In the cure of all diseases ex. 
perience is the grand hand-maiden of nature. To watch the proper moment, 
and to give the appropriate medicine, is the chief art in subduing all ail. 
ments. As Holloway’s medicines remove all obstructions to perfec 
action, as the watch-maker cleans the works of an ill-going time-piece, 
they must necessarily restore regularity and order. Such being their 
action they can never be used at the wrong time, nor improperly, 
if attention be given to the instructions which accompany every . 
age of pills and ointment. The weakest, as well as the strongest, may 
advantageously use them, their action being so cooling, healing, p' 
and restorative. 





RUPTURES.—BY ROYAL LETTERS PATENT. 


HITE’S MOC-MAIN LEVER TRUSS is 
allowed by upwards of 200 Medical Gentlemen to be the mot 
effective invention in the curative treatment ef HERNIA. The use of 
steel spring, so hurtful in its effects, is here avoided; a soft bandage being 
worn round the body, while the requisite resisting power is supplied by the 
MOC-MAIN PAD and PATENT LEVER, fitting with so much easeant 
closeness that it cannot be detected, and may be worn during sleep. A 
descriptive circular may be had, and the Truss (which cannot fail tof) 
forwarded by post, on the circumference of the body, two inches belowthe 
hips, being sent to the Manufacturer, 


Mr. JOHN WHITE, 228, PICCADILLY, LONDON. 


Price of a Single Truss, 16s., 21s., 26s. 6d., and 31s.6d. Postage, ls, 
” Double Truss, 31s. 6d., 42s. and 52s.6d. Postage, Is. 8d. 
», an Umbilical Truss, 42s. and 52s. 6d. Postage, Is. 10d. 
Post-office Orders to be made payable to JOHN WHITE, Post-offles, 
Piccadilly. 


LASTIC STOCKINGS, KNEE-CAPS, &c., for 
VARICOSE VEINS, and all cases of WEAKNESS and SWE. 
of the LEGS, SPRAINS, &c. They are porous, light in texture, and inte 
pensive, and are drawn on like an ordinary stocking. Price,from 18, Gt. 
to 16s. each ; postage, 6d. 


JOHN WHITE, MANUFACTURER, 228, PICCADILLY, LONDON. 





IN CHANCERY. 
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£10,000 DAMAGES. 


HE PROPRIETORS of the 


GLENFIELD STARCH 
hereby caution the Trade against selling ANY IMITATION of 
Starch, whereas, by a decision of the Masvenr of the Rotts, Worn: } 
v. TURNER (reported in the 7'imes aud other London Papers of 96th . 


1859), they render themsclves equally Hable, with the makers of Me; 


spurious article, in the above penalty? 5 


GLENFIELD PATENT STARCH 


is the only Starch used in 


HER MAJESTY’S LAUNDRY. 
WOTHERSPOON & CO., Guascow anv Lonpon. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


The fourth annual meeting of the National Asso- 
cation for the Promotion of Social Science will be 
held in Glasgow, on the 24th of September and the five 
following days. Lord Brougham has again been elec- 
ted the President of the Association. The Lord Advo- 
cate of Scotland is President, and Mr. J. Napier Higgins, 
of Lincoln’s Inn, and Mr. Arthur pylent of Birming- 
ham, are the Secretaries, Mr. W. T.S. Daniel, Q.C., and 
Mr. Sheriff Bell are Vice-Presidents of the Jurispru- 














: dence Department. Papers in this department are 
aaa classed under the following heads:—I. The Principles 
crests, A of Jurisprudence and Leia tion. (Province of Legis- 
rments [i lation—Adaptation of Law to Social Changes, &c.)— 





IL. The Method of Legislation. (The Preparation and 
Passing of Bills—Minister of Justice—Judicial and Le- 


fpr and Loc — III. Administration of Justice. 







ior and Local Courts—Procedure and Evidence— 
ional Regulations, &c.)—IV. Laws relating to 






loment, Pagers . (Mercantile Law—Real Property Law, &c.) 
be -V, a relating to Persons. 

e-piete, We are informed that several important papers relat- 
ng theit HE ing to the differences between. English and Scotch law 
7: procedure will be forthcoming. 

est, May 












The Criminal Law Consolidation Bills have bec. 
in withdrawn from the consideration of Parliament, 


ao to the credit of all parties concerned in their 






tion, on which, in common with the Joint Stock 

ies’ Bill, the Bankruptcy and Insolvency Bill, 

and others of a similar character, we shall have some- 
thing more to say at the close of the present Parlia- 
session. It is right, however, that Criminal 

law Consolidation should be placed by itself upon a 
special pedestal of disgrace. These same Criminal Bills 
werein hand before the existence of the late Statute 
law Commission of which Mr. Bellenden Ker was the 
worthy head, and for years they were the main excuse 
to Parliament for the prodigal and fruitless expenditure 
commissioners. When at length the commission 
wasswept away by the rising indignation of the profession 
ad of all who took any interest in its doings, these 
Criminal Law Bills were made to figure in the political 
> ome of the Government of the day ; and they have 
used by every succeeding Government by way of 

ical capital ; but with manifest bad faith by them 
ul, judging by the result in every case. It is high 
time for this scandal to cease; for such proceedings 
we, certainly, not much calculated to gain respect 
our system of Parliamentary Government. If it 
impracticable for the Government to pass such 
as these, sanctioned as they have been by the 
and most competent authorities—produced, 
, with an utter disregard of expense—and 
no topics which are calculated to raise dis- 
fion, what chance can there be for measures such as 
Which are required for the reconstruction and 
tation of our laws relating to es kr td and 
wie companies? The suggestion made the other 
in the House of Commons by Mr. Malins, that 
Bills pighs be better dealt with by a select com- 
mittee of the House of Commons, than by a committee 
of the whole House, although it is very much opposed 
constitutional theory, is well worthy of considera- 
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tion, since there appears to be no other means of ob- 
taining from Parliament the enactment of measures 
required for the consolidation of extensive branches of 
our law. 







We do not think it necessary to reproduce at length 
in these columns the narrative of the scene at the late 
Kingston assizes, in which Mr. Justice Blackburn, and 
Mr. or ye the High Sheriff, were the actors. The 
Times, of course, had a very pungent article upon the 
subject. We believe that the verdict of the majority 
of sensible men is, that any judge who possessed the 
consideration and co of character which arc 
always desirable in a person holding the judicial 
office, might easily have avoided, and in fact rendere:! 
impossible, so unpleasant a spectacle. One of Her Ma- 
jesty’s Justices of Assize is no doubt entitled, as repre- 
senting the Sovereign, to the highest respect; but it is 
only becoming in him, to remember, under all circum- 
stances, whose representative he is; and as courtesy, 
good feeling, and good taste, are the eminent characte- 
ristics of our gracious Queen, they ought not to be 
altogether deficient in her representative. No other 
judge — the bench, probably, would have refused 

. Evelyn’s request to thank those magistrates who 
had attended for the purpose of serving on the grand 
jury, but were not ee Even although the judge 
may have considered that for so doing they deserved no 
thanks whatever, and although he may have even sus- 
pected that their attendance was due more to their 
personal d for the High Sheriff than to any 
abstract feeling of loyalty, no harm would have 
come to anybody by the doing of what the High 
Sheriff suggested, and perhaps no one but a cross- 
aera person would have refused to do it. Mr. 

velyn’s subsequent conduct, however, is another 
matter. When Mr. Evelyn proceeded in defiance of the 
Court to do what the judge should have done, Mr. 
Justice Blackburn appears to have been left no option 
other than the harsh proceeding which he adopted. It 
was by not pes the catastrophe that Mr. Justice 
Blackburn has earned for himself in this case no 
enviable reputation; but assuming it to have been 
inevitable, it would be difficult to suggest what else he 
could have resorted to, than first the threat, and then 
the imposition of a fine upon the recalcitrant official. 





Lord Campbell has introduced into the House of 
Lords a Bill to enable the hoty Judges to carry into 
effect, by a general order, the recommendations of 
Chancery Evidence Commissioners. The Bill has not 
been printed, but we assume that it does not purport to 
deal completely with the recommendations contained in 
the Commissioners’ Report, as it would be impossible to 
carry the whole of them into effect by means of general 
orders of the Court, or without enabling statutory 
enactments for such purpose. No little confusion and 
uncertainty has been caused during the past years of 
Law Amendment by the absence of any definite rules 
as to what might, may, or may not, be done by the general 
orders of the Court of Chancery. A few days ago 
an important appeal before the House of Lords ( Beavan 
v. Mornington) turned upon the question whether the 
Lord Chancellor, with the assistance of the other Equity 
Judges, had power to limit the time for the en- 
rolment of decrees according to the present 
practice ; and part of the appeal was directed towards 
the reversal of the pee order on this subject. A 
curious illustration of the uncertainty which charac- 
terises the province of general orders of the Court of 
Chancery is to be found in the fact that while an Act 
was passed requiring that Bills in Chancery should 
be printed, the obligation to print answers was 
considered to uire no Act Parliament, and 


it has been accordingly ordained of late by the order 
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of the Lord Chancellor. As a rule, it is no doubt 
highly desirable that whatever relates merely to the 
procedure of the Court, should be interfered with by 
Parliament as little as possible ; but that it shoyld be 
left to the discretion of the authorities of the Court, 
and certainly many of the most important recommen- 
dations of the Chancery Evidence Commissioners would 
probably fall within this category. 


Mr. Selwyn’s Bill to provide grounds for Rifle Practice 
will become law this session. Parliament could hardly 
refuse to pass such a Bill, backed as it was by the 
honourable and learned member for the University of 
Cambridge, who, may be called the father of the Devil's 
Own, and by no less appropriate a seconder than Lord 
Enfield. 


The Lord Chancellor has a ointed Mr. Edward 
R. Colville to the vacant clerkship in the Registrar's 
Office of the Court of Chancery. 


- a . 


EVIDENCE IN COURTS OF EQUITY. 


There ‘are, no doubt, peculiarities about Chancery 
business which may affect the question whether a 
method of taking evidence found the best in other 
courts, is necessarily the best, or te only proper method 
in chancery. The business of courts of equity relates 
wholly to rights of property, as distinguished from per- 
sonal rights independent of property; and as property 
is almost invariably, as to its evolution and the rights 
of parties claiming it, dependent on deeds or written 
instruments of some kind, it follows that a considerably 
larger number of questions in the Coxrt of Chancery 
than in any other court, turns upon documents as 
distinguished from facts. Again, in a large portion of 
equity business (that which is administrative in its cha- 
racter), the evidence rests mainly in the breast of the 
defendant, and in the documents of which he alone 
has the custody and control. So that in such cases, 
collateral witnesses are seldom wanted, and _ the 
case necessarily rests upon the revelations forced from 
the defendant in his answer, and the discoveries conse- 
quential upon those revelations. ‘lhese things, to a 
certain extent, modify the requirements of the method 
essential for obtaining evidence in chancery. But when- 
ever, in the course of a chancery suit, whether from its 
original character, or from collateral questions being 
imported into it, it becomes necessary to obtain facts 
from witnesses, there seems no reason for applying a 
rule or method different from that which is fund to 
answer elsewhere. And, therefore, it is singular that 
the Court of Chancery should have persisted so long in 
taking evidence in a peculiarly ineffective mode. The 
most material question discussed by the recent Commis- 
sion, and on which they have received a great quantity of 
professional testimony, is, whether the present system 
of Examiners shall be persevered in with modifications ; 
or whether it shall be abandoned for a system closely 
resembling, if not exactly the same as, that pursued at 
Nisi Prius. They have recommended, and we think 
wisely, the latter course; and they have done so partly, 
no doubt, upon the result of their own experience and 
reflections, and partly upon the result ofan overwhelming 
mass of testimony. Fourteen counsel—some of emi- 
nenee, others of less eminence, but nearly all of con- 
siderable standing and experience—have given their 
opinions ; and out of the fourteen, ten have pronounced 
in favour of oral cxamination in court. ‘The opinions 
of Mr. Peake, Mr. Leman, and Mr. Weatherall, three 
of the Chief Clerks, are contrd. On the other hand, 
several distinguished London solicitors have been exa- 
mined, and they pronounce in favour of oral evidence ; 





London solicitors;gclr. Cookson, is himself a member of 
the Commission. When we come to the communi 
tions from country solicitors, their testimony is oye. 
whelming against the system of examiners, and for that 
of oral evidence in court. The difference in detail be, 
tween the particular plans recommended by different 
gentlemen is of course considerable; some are 
complicated, and would entail very great changes ; som 
are simple, and require but little change. But the vag 
majority agree in this, that the examination should 
before the judge who trigs the cause, As a specime 
we select one opinion, signed by eighty-nine solici 
of Manchester and the neighbourhood, They say, We 
are of opinion that whenever a witness is to be 
mined in chief, or cross-examined orally, and which, 
our opinion, either of the parties to the suit or th 
judge should have the right to require, it is desirable 
that such oral examination and cross-examinati 
should take place before the judge himself by whon 
the cause is heard, and in a similar mode to that adopted 
in the common law courts.” And of the same opinion 


are ninety-seven solicitors of Liverpool, headed by Mr. 
H. Bell, the President of the Liverpool Law 

We have selected these two opinions out of « mass of 
corresponding opinions from country solicitors, as em 
nating from two of our most important pore 


cities. ‘The Commissioners are, therefore, fully be 
ported in their view by the opinions of the profession; 
and what they reeommend on this cardinal point i 
this :— ' 

2. That it is desirable that facilities should be afforded fe 
the trial of material facts contested between the parties upg 
vivd voce evidence, to be given before the judge who is to decide 
upon them, or before a jury. 

3. That after issue joined in a cause, or in such stage of any 
proceeding pending in the Court as shall by general order k 
fixed in that behalf, any party, within such time as by general 
order shall be fixed in that behalf, shall be at liberty, by 
notice in writing, signed by him or his solicitor, and served m 
the opposite party or his solicitor, to require that the evident 
as to facts or issues specified in such notice shall be taken oid 
voce, 

4, That, except as to matters included in such notice, gach 
party may support his case by evidence in chief, adduced @ 
affidavit, or otherwise, according to the present practice, subjett 
to the provisions. herein-after contained, 

5. That when a party has filed an affidavit in support of bi 
case, any opposing party may, within such time and in § 
manner as by gencral order shall be fixed in that, behalf, giv 
notice that he requires the production, for cross-cxamination # 
the hearing, of the deponent who has made the affidavit; @ 
unless such deponent be then produced, the affidavit shall m 
be read, unless by special leave of the Court. 

6. That any party in a cause may compel the attendanced 
the hearing of any person whom he may desire to produce a 
witness, in the same way as such attendance may now & 
compelled at trials at nisi prius. : 

7. That at the hearing of the cause the vivd voce examinatl 
and cross-examination of witnesses shall be had in # 
presence of the judge as to the matters incladed in apy § 
notice as aforesaid, and affidavits shall only be' received of § 
facts and documents as the judge shall consider not to & 
included in the terms of the notice. 


To this we have but one exception to take—why show 
the party be put to fix by a notice, particular facts # 
issues? The Pleadings always raise, directly or by im 
plication, the facts or issues on which each party reliéy 
and are, in themselves, notice to the other parties @ 
what is intended to be proved. No such rule ¢ is 
law, where the pleadings do not always raise the spe fi 
issues; why should it in equity, where they always @ 
raised? In practice, we apprehend this restriction W 
be substantially a dead letter, because the party giving! 
notice, will just raise by his notice all the ‘acts. ang 
issues on which he has based his pleadings, and 
result will be simply the additional expense of no 
which will be repetitions of the whole or of exten#l 
parts of the vteerfings We think that it would } 
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been better to allow to either party, liberty to give 
notice that he intends to prove is case at the hear- 


ing vivd voce. 
f ie is not quite clear whether the commissioners extend 
their recommendation to motions and petitions. If 
they do not, we apprehend they will exclude from its 
operation a class of applications requiring oral evidence 
uite as much as the hearing of a cause. Motions in 
rticular continually turn upon facts hotly contested, 
and depend often upon the evidence of experts—than 
whom there is no class of witnesses with which we are 
uainted, in whose examination the effect of open ex- 
amination under the eye of the judge is more necessary 
jn order to arrive at the truth. We do not impute to 
scientific witnesses any greater d of bias than is 
common to other witnesses; but they are when under 
examination not detailing facts, but giving opinions— 
and their demeanour under examination, and the action 
of the Court itself in examining them, upon points 
purposely or by omission over by counsel, are of 
the utmost importance. We presume that under Art. 3, 
general orders may extend oral examination in court to 
motions and petitions; and we trust they will be so 
fram: 





és > 
- > 


The Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Pacancies, Ke. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lorp CHANCELLOR.) 


Aug. 8.—His lordship having heard the reply in a case of 
Walters v. Morgan, said that the bar would be glad to know that 
the state of the business, both in the courts of appeal and the 
courts below, was in the highest degree satisfactory, which was 
mainly to be attributed to the able manner in which the bar had 
assisted his lordship and the other judges in the conduct of the 
business, 


VICE-CHANCELLOR’S COURT. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor Sir R. T. KINDERSLEY.) 


Aug. 7.—Cross vy. Maltby.—This was a motion to commit 
John Berryhill Cross for contempt of Court under these circum- 
stances:—It appeared that Cross attended at his Honour’s 
chambers on the 30th of April last, and there met Mr. Frederick 
Jackson, clerk to Mr. Johnson, of Chancery-lane, attending for 
adefendant, when Mr. Jackson referred to the circumstance 
that, Cross’s mother was on such bad terms with him (Cross) 
that she had declined to receive him, with reference to some 
question in dispute. When they left the chambers, and while 
within the precincts of Lincoln’s-inn, accompanied by a Mr. 
Thomas, solicitor for the plaintiff, and Mr. Cross’s brother, 
James Cross, John Berryhill Cross accosted Jackson, and laid 
his hand on his arm, as Jackson stated, violently, so as to detain 
and alarm him, and shook his fist in his face, using the words, 
“Do it, Sir, if you dare;” or “Do it at your peril.” Cross denied 
this, and said, that he laid his hand gently on his arm, never 
used the words imputed, nor shook his fist in his face, as repre- 
sented. Mr. Thomas and Mr. James Cross corroborated this; 
Mr. Phomas speaking as to the conduct, and Mr. James Cross, 
= to the words used, the former not being near enough to hear 
tuem. Under these circumstances, Mr. Jackson got an order 
nisi, and then moved to commit Mr. Cross for contempt. 


His Honour was of opinion that, although Mr. Cross was 
on the verge of commit a contempt of Court, a contempt 
was not actually committed. ~ He appeared to be a very excitable 
Person one of those, in fact, who ba were improperly present 
while their causes were being heard, when they had better have 
been absent. Mr. Jackson evidently was under some mis- 
apprehension, and assuming that he was alarmed, and that the 
words imputed were used, to which Mr. Thomas did not speak, 
he was probably confused in his recollection. On the whole, 

Honour came to the conclusion that no order ought to be 
made, and there must be no costs to either party. 





MIDDLESEX SESSIONS. 


The August General Sessions of the peace for the county: of 
Middlesex commenced on Monday, the 6th instant, before Mr. 
Bodkin, the Assistant Judge, Mr. Payne, Deputy, and several 
The calendar contained the names of 93 


other magistrates. 
prisoners. 


HOME CIRCUIT.—Gorxprorp. 
(Before Lonp Cuter Justice Cockpurn and Special Jury.) 


Fray v. Voules—August 6 and 7.—The plaintiff in this ac- 
tion was a voung woman named Rosanna Fray, and she sought 
to recover damages from the defendant, an attorney, for haviag, 
as she alleged, negligently conducted an action brought by her 
against Lord and Lady Zetland, and consented to an arrange- 
ment to stay that action without her consent, The defendant 
pleaded that the plaintiff had no ground of action against Lord 
and Lady Zetland, and also that he had acted reasonably and 
laudably as her attorney in the matter, 

Mr. Kennedy and Mr. Robinson appeared for the plaintiff, 
and Mr. Serjeant Parry, Mr. Joyce, and Mr. Levy, for the 
defendant. 

The facts were these. The plaintiff went into the service of 
Lady Zetland in June, 1854, as head lady’s maid,and di ° 
ments having taken place in the family, she was suddenly dis- 
charged from her situation in the month of August following. 
She then applied to Mr. Greenwood, a solicitor, who was 
acquainted with her family, and he entered into com- 
munication with the solicitor of Lord Zetland upon the 
subject of the treatment she had received, and subse- 
quently another solicitor, named Wilson, to whom the pre:ent 
defendant was clerk, was applied to, and eventually the plain. 
tiff's case was placed in the hands of Mr. Vo and he 
brought two actions, one against Mrs. Potter, the housekeeper 
of the Earl of Zetland, for defamation of character, and 
another against Lord and Lady Zetland, for detaining clo‘hes 
and trinkets and money, the property of the plaintiff. The 
first action was tried, and resulted in the jury giving the pl.in- 
tiff a verdict, with £100 damages. This verdict, however, was 
set aside, and a new trial was granted, and while these pro- 
ceedings were pending the other action was coming on for t-ial. 
The case on the part of the plaintiff was that the defend me, 
who was then acting as her solicitor, had, without her con sent, 
come to an arrangement with Lord Zetland, by which a sum of 
£300 was paid to him to settle the actions against Lord and 
Lady Zetland, £250 of which were to be received by Mr. 
Voules as costs, and the plaintiff was to receive the remaiaing 
£50. That sum was paid to her, and she signed what she 
imagined to be a receipt, but which document turned out to 
be a promissory note for £50, and she was afterwards sued by 
Mr. Voules upon that note, but the jury found a verdict in her 
favour. She then, it appeared, brought an action against Mr. 
Voules for negligence, in which she was defeated, and after this 
she brought an action against Mr. Foster, the solicitor who 
conducted her case against Mr. Voules, of the same kind, which 
was tried at the Croydon assizes last year, and resulted in her 
being nonsuited. The plaintiff was subsequently take: in 
execution for costs, and was for a considerable time in White- 
cross-street Prison. ; 

The plaintiff, Rosanna Fray, was examined at considezable 
length, and she detailed all the facts above narrated, and 
declared that she believed when the proposition was made 
respecting the £300, that it solely applied to the action against 
Mrs. Potter, and that she never had the slightest intenti» of 
settling the action against Lord and Lady Zetland, a3 she 
considered it was absolutely necessary for the vindication of her 
character, which was the principal object she had in view, thay 
this action should be proceeded with. , 

The plaintiff was cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Parry.— 
She said that she entered the service of Lord and Lady Zetland 
in June, 184, and she was discharged by Lady Zetland on the 
30th of August following at Malvern, and she was pid a 
month's wages, and a sum of money was given for her expenses 
totown. Mrs. Potter, the person against whom she brought 
the action, was 60 years of age, and she had been town 
housekeeper to Lady Zetland for a great many years. 
Mr. Greenwood, the gentleman to whom she first applied as her 
solicitor, was an old friend of her family, and she thou :lit he 
was acting as her friend, but she afterwards discovered tiat he 
was a “traitor,” and she charged him being in collusio : wiih 
Lord and Lady Zetland and the other parties to depr.ve her 
of her rights, She was unable to say whether Zstland 
had given him money to “sell” her, He was called as a witness 
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on her behalf, but she objected to his being examined, because 
she believed he would take a false oath to serve Lord Zetland. 
Mr, Hawkins and Mr. Giffard had been counsel for her, and 
she Mr. Hawkins with acting corruptly. She told him 
that her object was to “ bring out” Lord and Lady Zetland, and 
he refused to drag them unnecessarily before the public. It 
was a mistake when it was represented that she stated at the 
trial last year that Mr. Hawkins had been out shooting with 
Lord Zetland. She did say that Mr. Hawkins had been out 
shooting with some friends of Lord Zetland at the Easter vaca- 
tion. 


jt. Parry.—I believe you have brought an action against 

Mr. Hawkins for fraud ? 

Witness,—I have. 

Serjt. Parry.—Are you going on with that action? 

Witness.—I have not yet made up my mind. 

Cross-examination continued.—In the action she brought 
against Mr. Foster, Mr. Justice Crowder, she considered, most 
unjustly directed her to be nonsuited, as there was plenty of 
evidence to go to the jury. She was not aware that she put 
Mr. Foster to £150 expenses. She applied to the Insolvent 
Court to get released from prison, and Mr. Commissioner Mur- 
phy dismissed her petition, and it was not until after several 
months’ imprisonment that she obtained her protection, Besides 
the legal proceedings she had already referred to, she had 
brought an action against Colonel Hicks, the Governor of 
Whitecross-street, and she also made a complaint to one of the 
aldermen at Guildhall of the treatment she had received from 
the governor, the matron, and the surgeon of the prison. She 
stated upon this occasion that the matron had made use of 
the most murderous threats to her, and said that she had lost 
her character, and that she would tear her to piezes and pull 
her eyes from their sockets. She had brought another action 
agaiust Mr. Foster for negligence, and she might perhaps have 
an her action out of this case. 


Serjt. Parry said he hoped she did not intend to bring an 
action against his learned friends. 

Witness.—Oh ! no ; they have acted very kindly to me. 

Serjt. Parry.—Yes, but you have said that the other gentle- 
men against whom you have brought actions behaved the same 
to you at first. 

Cross-examination continued.—Serjeant Wilkins was her 
counsel when the arrangement of which she complained was 
entered into. She did not recollect that he told her when the 
trial was about to come on that she would be sure to be non- 
suited, and that she would be ruined, and that he advised her 
to accept the offer that was made, and that she consented at 
once. She admitted that she had some conversation with 
Serjeant Wilkins in reference to the arrangement, and that he 
might have said that she would be nonsuited ; but she said she 
could not remember whether she accepted the proposition or 
not. She said at this time she did not understand the law. 

The Lorp Cuter Justice observed that this was no ques- 
tion of law, but a simple question of fact, whether she consented 
or not to the arrangement. 

She repeated that she could not remember, and she would 
not swear she did not. 

Cross-examination continued.—She had never paid Mr. 
Voules a single farthing for his costs, except what he received 
from Lord Zetland. There was no actjon against Mr. John- 
stone, his partner, at present, but she might have threatened to 
indict him. 


By the Jury—She wished to leave Lord Zetland’s service 
the moment she entered it, because she did not like the pro- 
ceedings that were going on. From the scullerymaid up to 
Lady Zetland, they were all gamblers. Spirit-rapping was 
also constantly being practised by Lady Zetland, and she em- 
ployed Mrs. Potter as the medium, and rooms were kept specially 
for the purpose; and when Lady Zetland wanted to know 
whether one of her husband’s horses would win « race, or any- 
thing else, she used to ask the spirit for the information. Lady 
Zetland wished her to be the medium, instead of Mrs. Potter, 
but she refused. 

This closed the case for the plaintiff. 

Serjt. Parry said he was very anxious to call Mr. Voules as 
a witness, but he was suffering from a severe attack of the 
gout, and he wished the trial might be postponed for two or 
three days. 

The Lozp Cuter Justice said he thought it was very es- 
sential that Mr. Voules should be examined, and he saw no 
objection to the case standing over for two or three days, when, 
possibly, Mr. Voules might be able to be present. He thought, 





however, that the defendant ought to pay the extra costs in. 
curred by the plaintiff through the delay. 

This course was acceded to, and the further proceedings in 
the cause were consequently postponed. 





NORTHERN CIRCUIT.—CaRr tise. 


The commission was opened here by Mr. Baron Martin and 
Mr. Baron Wilde on the 31st ultimo. 

The calendar contained the names of 11 prisoners, and there 
was an entry of 5 causes. 


APPLEBY. 


On the 3rd instant Mr. Baron Martin and Mr. Baron Wilde, 
together with the members of the bar attending at these assizes, 
were invited by the Earl of Lonsdale to dine at Lowther Castle, 
according to ancient custom, and were there received with 
magnificent hospitality. After which Mr. Baron Martin 
proceeded to Appleby, to open the commission. 

The calendar contained the name of only one prisoner, and 
there was an entry of one special jury cause. 

As at the last assizes, the javelinmen of the High Sheriff, Mr, 
Benson Harrison, escorted the learned judge in the costume of 
Charles II. They were dressed in large sombrero hats, buckled 
up on one side, with a long blue and white feather in the band, 
They wore leathern buckskin doublets and jackboots above 
the knee, and gauntlet gloves of the same colour, over blue 
velvet jackets and pantaloons slashed with white silk; and a red 
silk sash round the waist. They wore ancient swords suspen- 
ded by a broad belt and buckle, and carried most formidable 
looking halberts ; and for armour wore gorgets of mail round 
the neck. About a score of these, who were evidently picked 
men, kept the passages of the court, and guarded the solitary 
prisoner in the dock, and certainly gave a very picturesque and 
antique look to the ordinary and commonplace proceedings of 
a modern court of justice. In escorting the judges back to 
their lodgings, headed by trumpeters in, if possible, still gayer 
attire, they made a most brave show. 


LANCASTER. 


The commission was opened in this town on the 4th instant 
by Mr. Baron Martin and Mr. Baron Wilde. 

The calendar contained the names of eight prisoners. 

The cause list contained an entry of five causes. 


(Before Mr. Baron WILDE.) 


Ayerst v. Postlethwaite.—Action by a Managing Clerk.—Mr. 
Overend, Q.C., and the Hon, A. Liddell, for the plaintiff, Mr. 
Monk, Q.C., and Mr. Mellish, for the defendant. 

Mr. Overend stated the case for the plaintiff, and said: This was 
an action brought against the defendant, who is a solicitor in 
extensive practice at Whitehaven, by the plaintiff, his late 
managing clerk, at a salary of £250 a year, payable quarterly, 
and it was agreed between them that before terminating the 
service, three months’ notice should be given by either party. 
The plaintiff’s engagement was to undertake the entire mane 
ment of the defendant’s business, and to act generally ashi 
managing clerk; for wrongful dismissal. In November last, 
the plaintiff entered defendant’s service as managing 
clerk, and the question now to be tried w 
whether these duties were or were not properly perfor 
by the plaintiff, the principal contention being, whether it 
was his duty to keep the day book, which contained entries of 
all the business done in the office. It was submitted that this 
was no part of the plaintifi’s duty, he having made minutes in 
the day book of the work done by himself; but the defendant 
thinking otherwise, ordered the plaintiff to keep the book, and 
to enter in it all the work done by defendant and the other 
clerks, and on the plaintiff's refusing, dismissed him from his 
service. Witnesses would be called to prove that the plaintiff 
had performed all he had engaged to do; that he had been 
wrongfully dismissed; and that, consequently, he was entitled 
to the damages he claimed; and it would then be for the de- 
fendant to prove the plea of justification which he had placed 
upon the record. 

The plaintiff was called, and proved his engagement as ma- 
naging clerk, and the bond which was then executed. Was 
admitted an attorney in 1836, and Yeased to practise on his own 
account in 1850. Had since been in offices of high respectabilit 
as managing clerk, and immediately before entering defendant’ 
service had acted in that capacity for five and a half years 
the office of Messrs. Coode, Shilson, & Co., of St. Austell, Corn- 
wall. In November last answered defendant's advertisement 
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for a managing clerk, and after some negotiation with the de- 
fendant and his London agent,-an engagement was entered into 
at a salary of £250 a-year, commencing on the 17th of Novem- 
ber last. Entered defendant's office on the 19th of November, 
and performed all the duties he had undertaken. It was no 

of his duty as managing clerk to keep the day-book. 
When defendant requested him to do so on the 28th of April, 
and again on the 12th of May, he refused, on the ground that it 
was no part of his duty; and he was then discharged. 

Cross-examined: Defendant did not, on the day plaintiff first 
entered the office, state to him the duties he would have to 

rform. Had no recollection that he was told he should have 
to undertake the entire management of the business, or that he 
was to keep the day book in the way the previous managing 
clerk had done. Had no recollection that he was told to keep 
it when defendant paid the first quarter’s salary. First refused 
to keep the day book on the 28th of April; again refused on 
the 12th of May, when defendant dismissed him verbally in 
the office. Requested defendant to dismiss him in writing, 
which he did on the same day. (Letter of dismissal put in, 
offering to pay the salary for the second quarter, which was up 
on 17th of May, in full of alldemands.) Defendant’s solicitors 
afterwards tendered the quarter's salary, which witness accepted, 
and gave a receipt without prejudice. 

Mr. J. S. Hill, now managing clerk in Mr. Biggenden’s office, 
of Walbrook, London, and late a clerk in defendant’s office, 
proved the duties he performed whilst in defendant’s service, 
and how the office books were kept. 

Mr. Edward Coode, senior partner in the firm of Coode, 
Shilson, & Co., solicitors and bankers, St. Austell, Cornwall, 
and clerk of the peace for the county of Cornwall, proved that 
the plaintiff was managing clerk in their firm for upwards of 
five years. Plaintiff kept no book but his own day book. Had 
aman to keep the books. Witness’s office was a large office 
with four partners and eight clerks. Plaintiff’s conduct was 
highly satisfactory. 

This was the plaintiff's case. 

Mr. Monk submitted that upon the plaintiff's own case, de- 
fendant’s plea of justification had been proved, and contended 
that the order to keep the day book was a reasonable one, 
which the plaintiff was bound to obey. 

Baron Wi~pr.—Whether it was a reasonable order depends 
upon his engagement. It will be for the jury to say what a 
man undertakes to do who becomes a managing clerk, 

Mr. Monk then addressed the jury for the defendant, com- 
menting strongly on the absence of any witnesses on the part of 
the plaintiff to say what were the duties of a managing clerk, 
and caliing the attention of the jury to the fact, that although 
the plaintiff had put Mr. Coode, a man of great eminence in his 
profession, into the witness box, he had not ventured to ask 
him a single question upon the duty of a managing clerk to 
keep the day book. This evidence the learned counsel said he 
should supply, and proceeded to contend that there was another 
question in the cause, independent of what might be the duties 
of a managing clerk, which was, whether the order given by the 
defendant to the plaintiff to keep the office day book was not a 
lawful and reasonable order, which the plaintiff was bound to 
obey, and that upon this part of the case the defendant was 
entitled to a verdict. He would call before them the defendant 
and some solicitors of eminence, as well as managing clerks, to 
prove what were the duties of managing clerks, and that in 
their opinion the defendant was justified in dismissing the plain- 
tiff after his refusal. 

The defendant was called and proved that he had always 
kept a managing clerk. Mr. Goldsmith, his late managing 
clerk, was four years in his service before plaintiff came, and 
during all that time kept the office day book. When plaintiff 
first entered the office, defendant told him what his duties 
would be, and particularly that he would have to keep the day 
book in the same way as Mr. Goldsmith had kept it, and 
explained to plaintiff the way in which it was kept. Plaintiff 
made no objection, but did not keep it. When defendant paid 
the first quarter's salary he mentioned plaintiff's neglect in this 
Tespect, and again requested him to keep the d®y_ book, 
observing that in other respects he was satisfied with 
Plaintiff's services, The neglect still continued, and on the 
%8th of April, defendant ordered him to keep it, when for the 
first time he refused. Finding on the 12th of May, that the 
order was still disobeyed, told plaintiff he could not remain 
longer in the office unless he would keep the day book. Plain- 
tiff again refused, when he was dismissed. Witness instructed 
his solicitors to pay plaintiff his quarter's salary up to the 17th 
of May, which they did. 

Mr. Veneer, a clerk in defendant's office, proved plaintiff's 





refusal on the 28th of April, and that plaintiff said “ he did not 
come here to be a book-keeper.” 

Mr. Brockbank and Mr. Halton, both of Whitehaven, solici- 
tors, the latter of whom had been a managing clerk, Mr. Wil- 
liam Dunn, solicitor, and late town clerk of Lancaster, and 
Mr. Smith, a managing clerk in the office of Messrs. Win- 
stanly & Charnley, solicitors, Preston, all proved that the day 
book could only be kept by a person of competent knowledge 
and some skill in the profession, and that it was the duty of a 
managing clerk to keep it. 

Mr. Monk then commenced to sum up the defendant's evidence, 
but was stopped by the learned judge, who addressing the plain- 
tiff's counsel, said he did not see how he could struggle for a 
verdict after such evidence as the defendant had called, there 
being no less than four witnesses on the defendant’s side to prove 
that it was the plaintiff’s duty as managing clerk to keep the 
day book, and not one on the other side to contradict it, or 
to prove what the duties of a managing clerk were. 

Mr. Overend, after a short discussion, said that if that was his 
lordship’s opinion, it would be a waste of time for him to go to 
the jury. 

The jury then, by direction of the judge, returned a verdict 
for the defendant. 

LIVERPOOL. 


The commission was opened here on the 9th instant by Mr. 
Baron Martin and Mr. Baron Wilde. 

The following gentlemen were called within the bar of the 
County Palatine to take their seats and precedence in the 
courts of the county palatine:—Mr. Wheeler, Mr. Brett, and 
Mr. Seymour. 


OXFORD CIRCUIT.—HEeEREForpD. 


Civ. Cotrt.—(Before Mr. Justice Bytes and a Special 
Jury.) 

Fox v. Williams.—Friday, August 3.—The plaintiff in this 
action, Mr. Charles Burton Fox, is a solicitor at Newport, in 
Monmouthshire, carrying on business there in partnership with 
a Mr. Prothero; the present action was brought to recover 
damages for two libels published in the Star of Gwent, of which 
the defendant was printer and publisher, on the 18th of February 
last. ‘Ihe first libel consisted of a report of a speech, delivered 
at a public meeting of the ratepayers of Newport: by a Mr. 
James Brown, a member of the town council ; and the second 
libel consisted of a leading article commenting upon the matters 
discussed at the meeting. The defendant pleaded the general 
issue, and also a special plea, justifying certain parts of the 
libels complained of. 

It appeared that the libels related to a controversy which 
has for several years raged in the borough of Newport between 
the plaintiff, who is clerk to the borough justices, and some 
members of the town council, in relation to the plaintiff's 
partnership with Mr. Prothero, who is clerk of the peace for the 
county. The 102d section of the Municipal Corporations Act 
(the 5th & 6th William 4., cap. 76), enacts that the clerk 
to the borough justices shall not be interested, directly or 
indirectly, in the prosecution of any offenders committed by the 
borough justices; and as the plaintiff was in partnership 
with Mr. Prothero, and so shared in the fees which Mr. Prothero, 
as clerk of the peace, received on the trial of prisoners com- 
mitted by the Newport justices, it was objected to the plaintiff 
that he had an indirect interest in advising the Newport justices 
to commit offenders for trial. The Town Council of Newport 
took up the question some years since, and have been endea- 
vouring to drive the plaintiff from his office as clerk to the 
borough justices. The justices, however, supported their clerk, 
and have retained him in his office up to the present time, in 
spite of all the attempts made to procure his removal. Appli- 
cations were made to the Court of Queen’s Bench for a criminal 
information, for a mandamus, and for a guo warranto; but all 
these warrants failed to raise the real point in dispute as to 
whether the plaintiff was acting legally. At length an indict- 
ment was preferred against the the plaintiff, which came on for 
trial at Monmouth in August, 1858, and the facts then proved 
were subsequently stated in a special case for the opinion of 
the Court of Queen’s Bench, which Court, in the year 1859, 
came to a decision that the plaintiff was guilty of a misde- 
meanour in sharing in the fees received by his partner. The 
plaintiff then carried the case to the Court of Exchequer 
Chamber; but that Court, on the 26th of November, 1859 
unanimously affirmed the decision of the Court of Queen's Bench. 
No attempt had been made to show that the plaintiff had acted cor- 
ruptly, and as he had merely violated the provision of the Act 
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about which some doubt had been entertained, a nominal fine of 
one shilling only was imposed upon him. It appeared that, acting 
on the advice of Sir F. Thesiger, the plaintiff, on the 11th of 
March, 1858, had executed a deed by which he and his partner 
mutually released one another from sharing in each other’s fees, 
and, as this was considered by the borough justices and their 
legal advisers, as removing the complaint of illegality, the plain- 
tiff was continued in his office as clerk to the borough justices, 
and continued to receive his fees as such, while his partner, Mr. 
Prothero, received to his own use the fees payable on the trial 
of prisoners. It was under these circumstance that a public 
meeting of the ratepayers of Newport was held on the 13th of 
February, at which Mr. Brown made a long address, which, was 
on the 18th, published in the defendant's newspaper. This 
speech entered minutely into the history of the controversy for 
many years past, and imputed to the plaintiff that he had acted 
from corrupt motives, and comments were made upon the deed, 
which threw a doubt upon its authenticity. The speaker com- 
plained that, though executed on the Lith of March, 1858, it 
had been “purposely kept back in order that it might be used 
to humbug a weak and vacillating bench of justices.” 
Speaking of Mr. H. J. Davies, the clerk to the 
county justices, the speaker said the prosecutions were con- 
ducted in his name, and that he afterwards “divided the 
spéil” with Prothero and Fox. He spoke of the enormous 
income which the plaintiff made by his office, amounting on an 
average to £532 per annum, and enumerated the various offices 
which he said Messrs. Prothero and Fox had monopolized, such 
a8 solicitors to the Dock Company, Waterworks Company, Gas 
Company, the Lord-Lieutenant, magistrates’ clerk, clerk of the 
peace, county treasurer, and harbour commissioner. The lea- 
ding article was in much the same strain, and said:—‘ In what 
respect the reciprocal covenant made any difference, who has the 
perspicacity to discover? Suppose two pickpockets adopting a 
similar arrangement concerning their daily spoil, would any 
man’s pocket-handkerchief or any lady’s purse be at all the 
safer? We put an analogy which justices of the peace ought 
to understand, for they sit to protect the pockets of the lieges, 
not to wink at their being picked!” The article went on to 
say that “In spite of all, the magistrates continue Mr. Fox, and 
Mr. Fox continues to pocket the money. He has effrontery 
enough to bring out a deed which he durst not produce at Mon- 
mouth ; they have the childish imbecility to be blinded by 
it, and the impudent audacity to continue and confirm his 
appointment.” The article concluded thus: “ But this game 
cannot be played longer. It is the last straw that breaks the 
camel's back, and Ni patience is exhausted. We must 
find out the way of throwing off both the dead weight of an 
incapable magistracy and the vampire incubus of a thirsty 
lawyer. When the corresponding officer of Liverpool is content 
with a salary of not more than a quarter of the fees, do Messrs. 
Prothero and Fox suppose that they will be allowed to eat up 
the town of Newport and county of Monmouth between them?” 
The report also contained a speech by a Mr. G. Williams, in 
which he emphatically asked the question, “Was there a jury 
in Monmouthshire who would not say that the document in 
—* was got up for the express purpose of evading the 


The plaintiff, Mr. Fox, and Mr. H. J. Davies, were examined, 
and denied the imputations of corruption thrown out in the libels; 
and evidence was given that since the execution of the deed on 
the 11th of March, 1858, the fees of the clerk of the peace had 
been carried to his own separate account. 

No evidence was given on the part of the defendant. 


Mr. Justice Bytes, in summing up the evidence, said there 
‘was no imputation resting upon the plaintiff’s character, al- 
though it was clear that he had acted in violation of the Act; 
buit his lordship ruled that the effect of the deed of March 11, 
1858, was to render his acts since that time entirely legal and 
unexceptionable. His lordship went through the various points 
of the libels, and expressed his own opinion that they were 
defamatory, but told the jury that it was for them to form their 
own opinion, and, if they found for the plaintiff, to give him 
such reasonable damages as they might think him entitled to 


recover. 
The jury found verdict for the plaintiff —Damages, £200, 


GLOUCESTER, 


The commission was opened here for the county of Glou- 
| and the city of Bristol on the 9th instant by Mr. Justice 
les, 
The calendar for the county contained the names of fifty-one 
prisoners, and the calendar for the city of Bristol the names of 





three prisoners. There was an entry of twenty causes, five of 
which were marked for special juries. 


Monmouru. 
The commission for the county of Monmouth was opened by 
Mr. Justice Hill and Mr. Justice Byles, on the 4th inst. 
The calendar contained the names of 24 prisoners. 
The cause list contained an entry of six causes. 


WESTERN CIRCUIT.—WE ts. 
The commission was opened here for the county of Somerset 
on the 8th instant by Mr. Baron Channell. 
The calendar contained the names of twenty-three prisoners, 
and there was an entry of thirteen causes, four of which were 
marked to be tried by special juries. 


—__— 


Richard Aubrey Essery, Gent. Swansea, Glatnorgan, hat 
been appointed commissioner for taking the acknowledgments 
of deeds to be executed by married women for the county of 
Glamorgan. 


Mr. Charles Richard Fell, of Sunderland, has been appointed 


a perpetual commissioner to take the acknowledgments of 
deeds by married women. 


Mr. Thomas Harvey, of Nottingham, has been ap 
commissioner to administer oaths in the High 
Chancery. 

Mr. Thomas Howard, of Dudley, has been appointed a per- 


petual commissioner to take the acknowledgments of deeds by 
married women, 


nted a, 
ourt of 
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Parliament and Legislation. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, August 6. 
Court or QurEn’s BENCH. 
QuEEN’s Prison (AMENDMENT). 
Crmunat Lunatics. 
Common Law Procepure Act (AMENDMENT). 
Inrants’ Margiace Acr (AMENDMENT). 
LINCOLN’S-INN. 
The Royal assent was given by commission to these several 


Bills. 
Tuesday, August 7. 
CHancery EVIDENCE. 

The Lorp Crancetxor laid upon the table a 
of which he stated to be to remove doubts as 
of the judges of the Courts of Chancery to 
effect by general orders the recommendations 
mission which recently inquired into the mode of taking evi- 
dence in those courts. 

The Bill was read a first time, and 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR gave notice that he would, on the 
following Friday, move the second reading of the Bill, 


Thursday, August 9. 
Crown Desrs AND JUDGMENTS. 
This Bill was returned from the House of Commons, with the 
amendments agreed to, and with further amendments. 

Votunrerr Corps. 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Corrurr Practices Prevention Act, 1854, Con- 
TINUANCE, 


The House went into committee. ‘The Bill was reported, 
without amendment. 


The following Bills have been sent to the House of Com 
mons :— 


InpicraBLe Orrences (Merropo.itaN DisrRicr). 
Court o¥ CHANCERY. 
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ComPANtss, 1860. 
ArrorNeys, Soiicitors, & CERTIFICATED CONVEYANCERS. 
Divorce Court. 
TrustHEs, Mort@acers, &c. 
PLEA ON INDICTMENTS. 
ENDOWED CHARITIES. 
Law anv Eguiry. 
OfFENCES WITHIN Her Magesry’s Possussions ABROAD. 
Marriace Law (Scornanp). 
Desrors AND Crépitors Act AMENDMENT. 


The following Bills have been returned to the Commons 
amended :— 
Lanps CLauses Consotmpation Act (1845) AMENDMENT. 
FELONY AND MisDEMEANOUR. 
CORONERS. 


Friday, August 10. 

Tue Move or Taking Evipence IN CHANCERY AND 

its Errects. 

Lord St. Lzoxarps, who hed a notice on the paper to the 
efeot that he would call the attention of the House to the two 
reports of the royal commissioners on the modé of taking 
@idence in the Court of Chancery, said, although he had 
placed the notice on the paper, he would postpone doing 
what he had intended until the Bill of his noble and learned 
friend on the woolsack should be before their lordships in com- 
mittee. He would then state what objections he entertained 
tothe measure, and call attention to his owh propositions. (The 
noble and learned lord, as usual, spoke in so low a tone as to be 
nearly inaudible in the gallery.) 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR was understood to approve of the 
course proposed by his noble and learned friend, as a great 
deal of time would be saved thereby. 


THe CHANCERY EVidENcE ComarissIoN. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR then tmoved the House to resolve 
“that as regards two reports of the Commissioners appointed 
to inquire into the mode of taking evidence in Chancery, and 
i effects, doubts being entertained whether effect can be given 
to the recommendations contained in such reports, by general 
ders of the Court, without the authority of Parliament, and 
tuch doubts not having been suggested or foreseen until the 
Commencement of this month, and it being of the greatest im- 
portance that such doubts should be removed, and that rules 
und orders should forthwith be made for the purpose of carry- 
ing the recommendations contained in the said reports, or some 
of them, into effect, the circumstances which require legislation 
% this subject appear to this House to be of such real urgency 
4% to render the immediate consideration of the same necessary.” 

Agreed to. 

The Lord CHaNceLtor moved that the Bill be now read a 
Second time. 

Lord St. Leonarps urged some objections to the measure; 

but was understood to say that he would not move any amend- 

0 until their lordships proceeded to consider the Bill in 
mittee. 


The Bill was then read a second time. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Monday, August 6. 
New Memper. 


a Alderman Sidney took the oaths and his seat for 
ford, 
Tur Jersey CoMMISSION. 


In reply to My. Hadfield, 


Sir G, C. Lewis said there would be no objection to lay on 


the table the report of the Jersey Commissioners, which, with 
the appendix, would be circulated in about ten days. The 
delay in issuing it had arisen owing to the necessity of sending 
Certain of the evidence to Jersey for correction. 


CoMPANIES. 

Mr. Matins asked whether this Bill would be proceeded 
with this session. 

Mr: M. Grsson replied in the affirmative. 

Criominat LAw CONSOLIDATION. . 

Mr. Ayrton, in the absence of Mr. James, asked whether 
it was intended to proceed with the Bills for the consolidation 
of the criminal law, sent down from the House of Lords. 

The Arrorney-GENERAL said the Bills had received great 
consideration from the late and present Governments, and also 
from the Statute Law Commissioners, and that it was the in- 
tertion of the Government to proceed with them, and he 
hoped they would not occupy much of the time of the House. 

PLeA ON INDICTMENTS. 
On the motion of Mr. GeorcE DENMAN, this Bill was read 
a Second time. 
Tuesday, August 7. 
OFFENCES AGAINST THE PERSON. 
Maxicrous Insuries To PRopERTY. 

CoINAGE. 

ACCESSORIES AND ABETTORS. 
ForGERY. 
LaRCENY. 

Criminat Sratutes REPEAL, 

On thé motion of the Soxrcrror-GeneERAL, the orders for 
going into committee on these Bills were discharged. The 
learned gentleman stated that it was the intention of the 
Government to introduce thé Bills into the House again next 


session, 
Wednesday, August 8. 


Marriace Law or SCOTLAND. 
This Bill, brought from the House of Lords, was read a first 


time. 
Thursday, August 9. 
Court or CHANCERY. 
This Bill was reported, with amendments. 
BasfarDY. 


On the motion of Mr. Kerpaxt, an address for return of the 
number of summonses issued, spplications heard, and orders 
made and refused in bastardy, under the statute of the 7 & 8 
Vict. c. 101, in consecutive years, from the year 1845 to the 
yeat 1859, both inclusive, to be set out in the order of the séveral 
counties of England and Wales. 


Arrorners, Sotrcrrors, Procrors, AND CERTIFICATED 
CONVEYANCERS. 


On this order being read by the clerk at the table at two 
o'clock, a.m., August 190, 

Mr. MAraws moved that the Bill as amended should be now 
considered. 

Several Hon. Mempers.—Fix the consideration of these 
amendments for some time more convenient. 

Mr. B. Osbbrxe.—By those hon. members who have the 
conduct of this Bill, an express pledge was given to hon. 
members who take an interest in the measure, that certain 
clauses affecting the conveyancers should be inserted in it, and 
to my utter astonishment, when I came down to the House on 
Wednesday week, I found the Bill had been passed the 
committee, and that no new clause to the effect I have 
mentioned had been moved or inserted. I think that under 
the circumstances that we have great reason to complain of the 
conduct of the hon. members who have charge of the Bill, and 
especially of that of the hon, and learned member for Guildford 
(Mr. Bovill); and T now beg leave to give distinet notice that 
to use the words of the noble lord at the head of the Govera- 
ment, if I have to sit here until Christmas, I shall oppose the 
further progress of this Bill unless the clauses which were 





} promised should be inserted are put in the Bill. 
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Sir G. C. Lew1s.—I would suggest to the honourable gentle- 
man who has charge of the Bill that a more convenient time 
than the present may be found before the end of the Session fo" 
proceeding with these amendments, which will probably occupy 
some hours in consideration. 

Mr. Murray.—The honourable member for Liskeard by his 
own shewing was not present at the House when the Bill was 
under consideration on the last occasion; but I was present, and 
was vary much surprised at the manner in which the Bill was 
disposed of in committee. The honourable member has 
without just cause made an attack upon me; for it will be in 
the recollection of honourable members that on the occasion 
referred to, I stated that I had on the paper several amend- 
ments to make to various clauses which I had been anxiously 
waiting to propose at the proper moment; but that in conse- 
quence of the state of confusion in which the committee then 
was, nothing was done, and I was told when I rose 
to move amendments, that I was too late, and that all the 
amendments could be made on the bringing up of the report; 
and consequently, those amendments which I have to propose 
are on the notice paper, and I am here quite ready to proceed 
with the consideration of them. The hon. member for Liskeard 
has no right whatever to get up and charge me and my hon, 
and learned friend the member for Guildford, in his absence, 
in the way he has done. If the hon. gentleman had been in his 
place on the former occasion, he would have heard the explana- 
tion which was then given, but not being present, he now thinks 
it right to come here, and, in defiance of the ordinary rules of 
courtesy, make an attack, quite uncalled for, upon me. If the 
hon. and learned member for Guildford were present— 

Mr. B. Osporne.—He ought to be here. 

Mr. Murray.—He would be able to answer the hon. member, 
and to tell him that his complaint was without foundation. In 
reference to the suggestion of the right hon. gentleman the Sec- 
retary for the Home Department, if I thought the consideration 
of these amendments would occupy a long time, I should at 
once bow to his opinion; but it seems to us that there is nothing 
in the amendments which can occupy the attention of the House 
more than ten minutes. I beg leave to move the amendment 
proposed to clause 18,in line 9. [The amendment on the paper 
was to the effect that the registrar shall yearly render an account 
of all sums of money received in respect of the registration of 
attorneys, &c., and of the application of the money. ] 

_ Some confusion ensued, and cries of “ Postpone.” The ques- 
tion was not put from the chair. 

_ Mr. Maxis asked the hon. member for Dudley if he 
intended to move the clause which stood in his name. 

Mr. H, B. SHerman.—I wish to move the insertion of that 
clause. In the Bill when it came down from the Lords there 
was a clause which proposed to give a lien to attorneys on the 
property which they might recover for their clients; but that 
clause was struck out in committee on the last occa- 
sion. The clause which stands in my name proposes 
that it shall be lawful for the Court or judge before whom any 
suit, matter, or proceeding has been heard, to declare the attor- 
ney or solicitor entitled to a charge upon the property recovered 
or preserved for his taxed costs, charges, and expenses, and 
that the Court or judge shall make such order for taxation of 
and for payment of such costs out of the property as shall 
appear just and proper, and that all conveyances and acts done 
to defeat such charges, shall, unless made to a bond fide pur- 
chaser for value without notice, be absolutely void as against 
such charge. As to whether there should be a lien or not there 
might be some doubt, but there can be no objection to this 
clause. We have remained here until this late hour in the 
hope of proceeding with these amendments to-night; and as 
they cannot take up much time I agree that we ought to go on 
with the measure. 

Mr. Cray, in the confusion which then ensued, moved the 
adjournment of the debate. He said he understood from an 
hon. and learned member (Mr. John Locke) that the discussion 
would occupy some hours. 

Mr. Burt seconded the motion. 

Mr, Ayrton.—Sir, I really think that her Majesty’s Attor- 
ney-General ought to look seriously at the clanses of the Bill; 
and further, it is necessary that the Government should consider 
them. It will not do for hon. and learned gentlemen opposite 


to insert what clauses they choose to frame, and then try to 
pass them through the House at this hour without any con- 
sideration. 


The learned Attorney-General ought to look at 











this Bill, and say whether these clauses are such as ought to be 
introduced into this Bill. 


Lord PaLMERSTON.—I hope there will be an assent to the. 


metion for the adjournment of the debate. 

The question was then put, and after being twice repeated, 
the Speaker declared that the “ Ayes” had it. 

The further consideration of the Bill was fixed for Friday 
evening, August the 10th. 





NOTICES OF MOTION. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, August 13. 
VOLUNTEER CORPS. 
The report of the committee on this Bill to be received. 


Corrupt Practices PREVENTION Act, 1854, Con- 
TINUANCE. 


This Bill to be read a third time. 


GEORGE Butt. 


The Eart of HARRINGTON to move for reports of the coroner's 
inquest and crown trial at Lewes of George Bull, a surgeon, 
tried for the manslaughter of Sarah Ann Bull, his mother, by 
an overdose of prussic acid, administered by him when in a state 
of excitement and intoxication, and found guilty at the inquest, 
though above suspicion of bad intention, and acquitted on his 
trial. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, August 13. 
. Court oF CHANCERY. 
This Bill was recommitted for this day. 


_ ro nated ale 
MR. JEMMETT ON THE LAW OF PROPERTY ACT, 
1860. 


(Concluded from page 776.) 

5. The fifth sectioa defines the extent of the term 
‘ judgment.” 

6. The sixth section enacts that where any actual waiver 
of the benefit of any covenant or condition in a lease, on the 
part of any lessor, or his heirs, executors, administrators, or 
assigns, shall be proved to have taken place after the passing of 
this Act in any one particular instance, such actual waiver 
shall not be assumed or deemed to extend to any instance, or 
any breach of covenant or condition other than that to which 
such waiver shall specially relate, nor to be a general waiver of 
the benefit of any such covenant or condition, unless an inten- 
tion to that effect shall appear. 

This clause was in the Bill which passed as 22 & 23 Vict. ¢. 
35; but was struck out in the House of Commons, under the 
notion, it would seem, that it only expressed the existing rule 
of law, but this is not so; for where the forfeiture arises from 
the breach of a condition, the nature of which is to prohibit the 
doing some single act, the waiver of the forfeiture is held, accor- 
ding to Dumpor’s case, 4 Coke, 119, to destroy the condition 
altogether: Lloyd v. Crispe,5 Taunt. 249. (As to a continuing 
breach, see Doe d. Baker v. Jones, 5 Exch. 498.) ; 

What is intended by the word “ actual” made use of in this 
section does not clearly appear on the face of this Act. | 
section was professed, by the marginal reference in the Bill, to 
be borrowed from 7 Geo. 4, c. 29, s. 4, where it was applied to 
subletting in Ireland, whilst in this Act it has a general opers- 
tion. On referring to the Act of Geo. 4, it is evident that the 
words “ any actual waiver” in that Act have reference to 
preceding section, and are used in contradistinction to 4 con- 
structive or parol waiver.” The term “actual waiver here 
made use of would, therefore, seem to mean such a waiver 
as is constituted or acknowledged by some definite act, or by 
some writing. a Be 

7. The seventh section sets - bie all doubt respecting t 
true operation of a supposed scintilla juris, : 

This section is of re declaratory nature, and the rule which 
will exist under it does not in any way differ from the view 
now generally adopted of this question, so much discussed, ve 
on which judges were once so divided in opinion. ‘The effect 
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he provision will be, as its object is, to remove from the path 
offature students a stumbling block of a most subtile and per- 
ing nature. 

8. The eighth section remedies an oversight in the twenty- 
forth section of the Act of the preceding session: the 
omission of the word “ mortgagee” in two places where it ought 
to have been introduced as part of the amendments made in 
the House of Commons. 

The two sections will now, therefore, read as one. 

9. The ninth section enacts that where any trustee, executor, 
or administrator shall apply for the opinion, advice, or direction 
of a judge of a Court of Chancery, under 22 & 23 Vict. c. 25, 
s, 30, the petition or statement shall be signed by counsel, and 
the judge, by whom it is to be answered, may require the 

itioner or applicant to attend him by counsel either in cham- 

or in court, whers he deems it necessary to have such 
assistance. 

The present section, as it left the House of Lords, also required 
that the petition or statement should state the facts concisely, 
and should be divided into paragraphs, and every paragraph 
should be numbered consecutively. In all judicial proceedings 
accuracy and completeness are indispensable; and this section, 
therefore, is important, as removing any doubt entertained by 
those solicitors who might not have thought themselves justified 
wider the preceding Act in incurring additional costs by obtain- 
ing the assistance of counsel in settling the petition or statement. 

10. The tenth, eleventh, and twelfth sections relate to the 
important question upon what securities trust monies may be 
invested. To comprehend the law as it at present stands it is 
necessary to bear in mind the 32nd section of 22 & 23 Vict. c. 
35, which is therefore here introduced previous to the tenth, 
deventh, and twelfth sections of the Act under consideration. 

The 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, s. 32 (which section by the present 
Act is declared to have a retrospective effect) enacts as follows: 
“When a trustee, executor, or administrator shall not by some 
instruments creating his trust, be expressly forbidden to invest 
any trust fund on real securities in any part of the United King- 
dom, or on the stock of the Bank of England or Ireland, or on 
East India Stock, it shall be lawful for such trustee, executor, 
or administrator, to invest such trust fund on such securities or 
stock; and he shall not be liable on that account as for a breach 
of trust, provided that such investment shall in other respects 
be reasonable and proper.” 

The tenth section of the present Act authorises the judges of 
the Courts of Chancery in England and Ireland to make such 
pa orders as to the investment of cash under the control of 

court, either in the £3 per Cent. Consols, or Reduced or New 
Bank Annuities, or in such other stocks, funds, or securities as 
thall seem fit, and to make such orders as shall be deemed pro- 
at for the conversion of any £3 per Cent. Bank Annuities now 
ing, or which may hereafter stand, in the name of the 


Accountant-General of the said Courts of Chancery, in trust in 


cause or matter, into any such other stocks, funds, or secu- 

tities, upon which by any such general orders as aforesaid, cash 
the control of the Court may be invested. 

e eleventh section authorises all trustees, executors, or 

inistrators, having power to invest their trust funds upon 

t securities, or upon Parliamentary stocks, funds, or 

securities, or any of them, to invest such trust funds, or any 

part thereof, in any of the stocks, funds, or securities, in or 

upon which cash under the control of the Court can be invested 

such a general order as is mentioned in thé previous 


The twelfth section declares that the 32nd section of the 22 
& 23 Vict. c, 35, shall operate retrospectively. 

Thus the law stands. But the progress of legislation requires 
some explanation. In re Colne Valley and Halstead Railway 
Bill, 5 Jur., N.S,, 1123, the question first arose as to the inten - 
tion and scope of 22 & 23 Vict. c. 85,8. 32. The petition 

that certain monies which had been paid into court 

the standing orders should be invested in the New East 

India £5 por Cent. Loan of 1859. That loan had been autho- 
Tised to be raised by an Act which received the royal assent on 
same day as the Act 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35. V.C. Wood said 

his difficulty was this,—“ At the date of the passing of Lord St. 
’ Act, the two stocks called Bank Stock and Kast India 

Stock were well known to be the capital stock of two great 
Companies incorporated by charters confirmed by Acts of Parlia- 
tient, avid tliat the dividend on the Enst India Stock was more- 
over guaranteed by Parliament until it should be paid off by 
‘Government. The India £5 per Cent, Loan was indeed in 
the form ofa stock transferable in books kept for that purpose, 
but it was a loan to the Indian Government, and not the cap- 
stock of a company, neither was it guaranteed by the Bri- 
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tish Government. The only way in which the question arose as 
to the time of passing the Act creating the loan stock and the Act 
of Lord St. Leonards was this, it was suggested that had this 
Loan Act been actually passed, the Legislature might in passing 
Lord St. Leonards’ Act, have had reference to the New Stock 
that would be created by the Loan Act ; but even this sugges- 
tion failed when it was shown that it was not so passed.” The 
question was then submitted to the Lord Chancellor and the 
Lords Justices. After a long discussion as to the meaning of 
the term “ East India Stock” and several postponements, the 
Lord Chancellor, with the concurrence of the Lords Justices, 
gave judgment in favour of the view taken by V. C. Wood, and 
stated that in answer to a communication he had made to Lord 
St. Leonards he had received a letter fromm him in which he dis- 
claimed all connection with the clause and expressed his 
decided disapproval of it. See also re’ Fromow, 8 W. R., 272. 

From this therefore it would appear that the operation of the 
thirty-second section of 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, is confined to stock 
of the Bank of England or Ireland or East India Stock, existing 
previous to the passing of that Act. 

In respect to the retrospective effect of the section as to trus- 
tees appointed by instruments executed and in operation before 
the passing of that Act there has been a considerable difference 
of opinion. The Master of the Rolls and Vice Chancellor 
Kindersley ruled respectively in the cases of Miles’ trusts, 5 Jur. 
N.S. 1286, and Dodson v. Samnell, 8 W. R. 252, that the 
section was not retrospective, while V. C. Stuart on the contrary 
held, re Riche’s trusts, Jan. 27, 1860, that it was retrospective. 
It is now declared by Act of Parliament to have a retrospective 
effect. 

The section on which these questions arose does not state 
the nature of the trust which is to authorise the investment. It 
enables trust money to be invested on the security of Scotch 
and Trish estates, as well as English, without regard to the 
particular securities pointed out by the trust, and in respect to 
Irish estates, without any of the safeguards provided by 4 & 5 
Will. 4, c. 29, namely, that in the case of any minor, or un- 
born child, or person of unsound mind, such an investment 
should only be made under the authority and by direction of 
the Court of Chancery ; and that in all cases of trustees or 
public bodies lending monies on real securities in Ireland under 
authority of that Act, the Court of Chancery in England should 
have the same powers over the lands and hereditaments upon 
which such trust monies may have been secured, as if such lands 
and hereditaments were situated in England or Wales. The 
last-mentioned Act, it must be remembered, remains unre- 


pealed. 

The Bill of this session, as it passed the House of Lords, pro- 
posed to repeal the 32nd section of 22 & 23 Vict., ¢. 35. 
as it appeared desirable that a greater range for investment of 
trust-monies should be accorded to trustees and to the Court of 
Chancery, the framer of the Bill prepared three clauses (in 
substitution of the provision to be repealed) for the acceptance 
ofthe House of Commons, and it is understood that these clauses 
had the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor and all the equity 
judges. The first clause proposed to confer the power of 
investment of trust-monies in Bank Stock of England or Ireland 
or in Old East India Stock, where the trust was to invest 
upon Governmentsecurities, or upon Parliamentary stock, funds, 
or securities. This limitation the House of Commons de- 
clined to accept, and not only struck out the clause of the Bill 
repealing the 32nd section of 22 & 23 Vict., c. 35, but added 
another, giving to that section a retrospective effect. The two 
subsequent clauses (sections ten and eleven) were accepted. 

The law, therefore, on the point in question is left in an im- 
perfect state. Asto Irish estates, the Act of William the Fourth 
will probably be alone acted upon ; and the English Court of 
Chancery has shown a disinclination to authorise investments 
on Irish estates even under that Act. No investment will, it 
would seem, be made on Scotch estates : re Miles, 5 Jur. N.S. 
1236. The'House of Commons, in inserting the provision de- 
claring that the 32nd section of the Act of the preceding ses- 
sion should be retrospective, generally appears to have lost sight 
of the condition in that section, which prevented its application to 
trusts where the trustee is expressly forbidden to make such in- 
vestments; for nowthis proper exception is as to past transactions 
indirectly repealed, since, of course, no instrument executed 
before the passing of 22 & 23 Vict. ¢. 35, can have provided 
against an Act not passed. ‘Trustees and executors will, no 
doubt, act with great caution in making use of the powers 
given them under that section, especially as it declares that 
they shall not be liable, as for a breach of trust, for makiug 
such an investment as is by that section authorised, only on 
condition that such investment shall, in other respects, be 
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reasonable and proper. Conveyancers most probably will, in 
all future instruments creating trusts to invest monies, insert a 
provision forbidding any investment to be made under 22 & 23 
Vict. c. 35,s. 32. 

11. The thirteenth section extends the operation of the 
Statute of Limitations, 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, s. 40, to the case of 
claims to estates of intestates, !-y enacting that after Dec. 31, 
1860, no suit shall be brought ‘ . recover the personal estate of 
an intestate, possessed by his lezal personal representative, but 
within twenty years next after the right to receive the same 
has accrued to a person capable of giving a discharge, unless in 
the meantime some part of the estate has been accounted for, 
or some acknowledgment of his right has been given in writing, 
and then, but within twenty years after such accounting or 
acknowledgment. 

This clause as well as the following was added to the Bill in 
its progress through the House of Commons 

12 The fourteenth section in effect repeals so much of Lord 
Justice Turner's Act, 13 & 14 Vict. c. 35, s. 19, as provides 
that “ nosuch order should be made until the expiration of one 
year next after the death of such deceased person, or pending 
any proceedings to administer the estate of any such person,” 
by enacting that the order to take an account of the debts and 
liabilities affecting the personal estate of a deceased person, 
pursuant to 13 & 14 Vict. c. 35, s. 19, may be made immediately 
or at any time after probate or letters of administration shall 
have been granted. 

13. The fifteenth and last section of this Act enacts that the 
Act shall not extend to Scotland, nor any of the clauses except 
clause six, and the subsequent clauses to Ireland. 

There were two other clauses in the Bill as sent down to the 
House of Commons. The first of these was to the effect that no 
purchaser for valuable consideration or mortgagee should be 
bound by constructive notice of any charge affecting the title 
to the property purchased or taken in mortgage, unless the 
Court should be of opinion that the conduct of such purchaser 
or mortgagee amounted to fraud. This important provision has 
several times passed the House of Lords, and both the Lord 
Chancellor and Lord St. Leonards expressed their regret in that 
House at its rejection. 

The second clause declared that in taxing the costs of pre- 
paring abstracts of title where unnecessary length is complained 
of, the taxing master was not to consider 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, 
8. 24, as authorising or requiring any information in regard to 
title, which would not have been justified by the practice of 
solicitors before the passing of that Act ; the provision in that 
Act having been directed against fraud only. It may be sup- 
posed that this clause was omitted on the ground that in a 
matter of such delicacy it would be more convenient to leave 
the discretion of the taxing masters unfettered, and there can 
be no doubt that these officers can adequately correct any 
really excessive charges under their existing powers. 


+— 
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Recent Becisions. 


COMMON LAW. 
{Sy James Sreruen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law,] 
PRACTICE—MOTIONS AGAINST ATTORNEYS. 
Re Attorneys, &c., 8 W. R., C. P., 530. 


The feeling and courteous observations of Erle, C. J., in this 
case deserve attention. It was an application that in the 
exercise of their summary jurisdiction over their own officers, 
the Court would grant a rule calling on certain attorneys to 
show cause why they should not deliver ‘up certain bills of 
exchange and answer certain affidavits; and in moving for the 
rule, counsel mentioned the names of the attorneys in question, 
But the Chief Justice intimated that that practice was unusual 
and improper. “In some cases,” he remarked, “ the explana- 
tions were satisfactory and in others the charges were unfounded ; 
and therefore a certain delicacy should be observed in applica- 
tions of the kind.” 


ARTICLED CLERKS—ENROLMENT OF ARTICLES.—NUXNC PRO 
TUNG. 
Ex parte Arthur Lee, 8 W. R., Q. B., 641, 


This was another successful application to the Court, in 
behalf of an articled clerk, He had been duly articled to 
and served under an attorney for two years, when he was 





assigned to his father, also an attorney, in order to assist him in 
his business. By the 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, s. 2, the father onght 
within six months of his son having become bound to him gg 
clerk, to have made and filed an affidavit of his own admission, 
and of the actual execution of the contract both by himself 
and hisson. But in the present case the father died before the 
six months were ont; and the application to the Court was tp 
dispense with the affidavit altogether, and to direct the assign. 
ment to be enrolled nunc pro tunc, so as to enable the applicant 
to reckon his service from the commencement of his first 
articles. The Court, in granting the application, observed that 
in their opinion all that the Legislature intended to secure was, 
that a person should be admitted as an attorney or solicitor 
only after having contracted properly with the principal by 
whom he was to be instructed in the service of his profession, 
and that if this fact was established to the satisfaction of the 
Court by any means, they were not bound to insist on the pro- 
duction of an affidavit where the party who ought to make it 
had become incapable of doing so. 


ATTORNEY AND AGENT, RELATION BETWEEN. 
Withers v. Parker, 8 W. R., Exch. C., 550. 


Even under the present improved procedure, there is still 
something to complain of in the law’s delay, as is exemplified 
in the present case, in which the decision of the Exchequer 
Chamber has only very recently been given on a judgment of 
the Court of Exchequer pronounced many months since, on 
a somewhat important point bearing on the relationship which 
exists between country attorneys and their London agents, 
Of that case, an account has already been given in the present 
volume,* and is therefore only necessary now to remark that 
the judgment of the Court below has been affirmed unani 
—the court of error taking occasion to observe that they “ entirely 
concurred in the view there taken, that an attorney, as such, 
must necessarily be held to be bound by that which is done on 
his behalf by his agents in London.” 


PracticEe—CommMon Law Procepure Act, 1854, SEcr. 3 
—ERROR ON A SPECIAL CASB. 


Howell, Clerk to, &c. v. London Dock Company, 8 W. R., 
Exch. C., 562. 


In this case the following point of practice was determined, 
namely, that the 32nd section of the Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1854,—which provides that error may be brought upon 4 
judgment on a special case as upon a special verdict,—does not 
apply to a case upon the validity of a rate stated by consent 
for the opinion of the Queen’s Bench, without pleadings under 
the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852; provided, at all events, 
that the case so stated contains a clause that it is to be dealt 
with as if granted in the usual way by the Quarter Sessions on 
an appeal against a rate. The Court of Exchequer Chamber 
ordered an appeal against the judgment of the Queen’s Bench 
on such a case to be struck out—observing that had it been 
granted at Sessions, the judgment of the Queen’s Bench thereon 
would have been final, and that by reason of the clause above 
mentioned, it must be taken to be final now. 


ARTICLED CLERK—Want oF Duk ENTRIES IN THE 
JupGEs’ Books, EXCUSED. 


Ez parte Waller, 8 W. R., B. C., 563, 


In this case it appeared that the applicant, an articled clerk 
had duly passed his examination, and obtained his certificate 
and that the proper notices had been given to the Law Society, 
and at the master’s offices, and that everything had been done 
regularly towards his admission to practise as an attorney, 
except the insertion of the entries required to be made in the 
books kept for that purpose at the judges’ chambers. ‘These 
had been omitted from inadvertence, merely; and the Law 
Society offered no opposition to the application, that the omis- 
sion should be excused, and the attorney admitted to practise 
as such nevertheless. Accordingly the indulgence was granted. 


Law oF CoroNERS—INQUESTS AS TO THE CAUSE OF FInE— 
Seconp INQuIsITIONS. 


Reg. v. Herford; Reg. v. White, 8 W. R., Q. B., 579, 580. 


Public attention has of late been a good deal directed to 
coroners, whose present legal posftion, both as regards their 
functions and remuneration, seems to be regarded as 
factory. This is in part owing, no doubt, to the institution 
itself being the invention of very early times, when 


i 





* Vide sup., p. 23. 
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were much less complicated than now, and when the require- 
ments of justice were far more simple. But it is also owing 

ly to the want of judgment displayed by some of these 
fanctionaries; who have occasionally managed to get into un- 
wemly conflicts of jurisdiction, and have given rise to scandal 
by undue eagerness to hold needless inquests, and thereby 
increase the emoluments of their office. It is in order to re- 
move this last temptation, that it is now proposed to pay coro- 
ners by sularies instead of fees; und in the meantime the two 
gases now under consideration show that the present practice 
coroners, in the discharge of their duties, requires altera- 
ton. The case of Reg. v. Herford arose out of the alleged 

r of these officials to inquire into the cause of fire, where 
there is any suspicion that it was wilfully caused. Such a 
jurisdiction has not been exercised till quite recent times—in 
fact only, as it seems, within the last twenty years. And 
Lord Coke, Lord Hale, and Comyns, C.B., all agree that it 
does not exist, but that the coroner’s office is exclusively limi- 
ted to cases of persons killed either by design or misadventure. 
On the other hand, there is a dictum in Hawkin’s Pleas of the 
Crown in support of the contrary proposition. Such being the 
state of the authorities, the Court of Queen’s Bench, on the 
question being raised, restrained a coroner from carrying into 
execution his intention to hold an inquest to inquire into the 
cguse of a fire, by writ of prohibition. It was attempted to 


resist the rule, not onlv on the merits, but on the ground that 
aprohibition is applicable only to restrain courts of civil pro- 
cess; but the Court thought there was nothing in this objec- 
tion. 


In the case of Reg. v. White, the question (which here, how- 
ever, was raised, not to coerce, but merely for the instruction 
of the coroner, who desired the opinion of the Court) was, as 
to the legality of an inquisition, on the coroner’s own autho- 
rity, upon a dead body, upon which he had already held an 
ag but in respect whereof further inquiry seemed desir- 

It appears that in such cases the proper practice is to 
apply to the Queen’s Bench for a writ of melius inquirendum, 
under which the coroner can again be set in motion, but with- 
out which he is (having once exercised his office) functus 
officio as regards the corpse in question. It was remarked by 

Court that to hold differently, might produce the greatest 

, inconvenience; as, supposing there were two inconsistent ver- 

dicts, the judges of assize would not know which they were 
to try. 


— 
> 


Correspondence. 


REGISTRY OF JUDGMENTS. 


(The Law of Property Amendment Act, 23 § 24 Vict. c, 38. 
23rd July, 1860.) 


Sir,—The first five clauses of the above Act relate to judg- 
ments as they affect real property; and as there exists a general 
desire in the profession to ascertain how the enactment wil! 
work in practice, I venture to offer a few suggestions that, I 
trust, may be of some little service. 

To understand the subject it is necessary to refer to the 1 & 
2 Vict. c. 110, s. 13, which makes a judgment a charge on real 
property both equitable and legal, and the 19th section provides 
that a judgment shall not affect a purchaser, mortgagee, or 

itor, as to lands, until registered. The 2 Vict. c. 11, s. 5, 
provides that judgments, although duly registered, shall not 
affect purchasers without notice more extensively than they 
would have done before the 1 & 2 Vict. c.110, and leaseholds 
under the old law were not affected until a writ of execution 
was in the hands of the sheriff. 

_ The Law of Property Act, 23 July, 1860, s. 1, recites that it 
isadvisable to place freehold and copyhold estates on the same 
footing as leaseholds, and enacts that no judgment shall affect 

id of whatever tenure as to a purchaser or mortgagee, not- 

tanding notice, until a writ of execution shall have been 
issued and registered, and such execution must be put in force 
within three calendar months from the time it was registered. 
Sect, 2 enacts, that for the purpose of registration a memo- 
tindum shall be left with the Senior Master of the Court of 
Cotimon Pleas, who is to register the particulars by the name 
the person in whose behalf the judgment was registered. 

These provisions are extended to the palatine courts, but not 
to Ireland, Sect. 4 further provides that no judgment shall 
ave any preference against heirs, executors, or administrators, 
in the administration of their ancestors’, testators’, or intestates’, 
“states, unless at the death of the testator or intestate five years 








shall not have elapsed from the date of the registry or re-registry 
thereof. 

Sect. 5 explains that the term “ judgment” shall be taken to 
include registered decrees, orders of Courts of Bankruptcy, and 
other orders having the operation of a judgment. 

It would, therefore, appear, that, in future, to affect a pur- 
chaser or mortgagee of lands that can be taken in legal execu- 
tion, it will be necessary to issue a writ of execution, and register 
such writ, which will remain a charge upon such land for three 
months. Whether at the end of three months such writ may 
be registered again is not quite clear; but the words of the Act, 
that it is intended to protect purchasers “against delay in the 
execution of the writ,” would seem to negative this suggestion. 

But since the first section of this Act refers only to’ pur- 
chasers and mortgagees, and not to creditors, a judgment regis- 
tered under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, on which no writ of execution 
has been issued, will still give the judgment creditor preference 
over other creditors as to lands. And as s. 13 of 1 & 2 Vict. 
c. 110, made a judgment a charge upon the debtors’ equitable 
interest, as well as his legal interest in lands, a registered judg- 
ment will still affect such interest. And now, by s. 4 of the 
new Act, a judgment must be registered in order to give it a 
preference against heirs, executors. and administrators, in the 
administration of their ancestors’, testators’, and intestates’ 
estates. 

The necessity, therefore, for registering the judgment is in no 
case removed, as the register of the writ of execution is to be 
connected with the register of the judgment, and the writ of 
execution to be indexed by the name of the person in whose 
behalf the judgment was registered. 

The usual search also for judgments in the Common Pleas 
and the local registers must be continued, and should any 
judgments be discovered the particulars must be taken and a 
further search made for executions in the name of the person 
in whose behalf the judgment was registered. A search for 
executions only, in the name of the vendor, by a purchaser, 
would have been sufficient in many cases, had it been provided 
that the execution should be registered, like the judgment, by 
the name of the person whose estate is intended to be affected. 
It is not easy to see why the execution should not have been so 
registered. But, such not being the case, the search for judg- 
ments as heretofore must be continued, and a reference made to 
the execution book in every case of a registered judgment being 
found. 

A purchaser of leasehold property should now in all cases 
search upto the last moment before the payment of the purchase 
money, as this Act will enable him to ascertain whether he is 
affected by a fi. fa., or other writ of execution, 

It will be observed that the Act is not retrospective. Judg- 
ments therefore entered up before the 23rd July, 1860, are still 
binding on a purchase or mortgagee although no execution be 
issued ; and as many of these judgments will doubtless be re- 
registered, they will be binding upon future purchasers and 
mortgagees for many years to come. It would have been unjust 
to prior creditors to have made the provision act retrospective, 
as judgments have been numerously taken instead of mortgages 
for economical reasons, and the total amount thus secured by 
judgments reaches many millions of money: indeed, it would 
have been but fair had the operation of this provision been 
deferred to the 1st of January next, that the public might have 
had due notice, and a reasonable opportunity of becoming 
familiar with the enactment. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
Jas. Pask, 
Registrar’s Chief Clerk, Court of Common Pleas. 


Serjeants’ Inn, August 3. 


LAW LIST—ATTORNEYS’ AND SOLICITORS’ 
BILL. 

Sm,—<As under this Bill it is proposed in future to give an 
official authority to entries in the “ Law List,” as to whether 
attorneys and solicitors have taken out their certificates in 
due time or not, I beg to draw the attention of the profession 
generally, and the Council of the Incorporated Law Society in 
particular, to the further subject of the desirability of exer- 
cising some supervision or control over the insertion by attor- 
neys of their names in the “ Law List,” as practising at more 
than one place, 

A casein point is this, On the 24th April last, I sent a 
writ of summons for service in the usual way against a man at 
L——, in C——shire, to a Mr. X. Y., from seeing his name in 
this year’s “ Law List” as the only attorney residing there. 
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Finding the writ not served, and seeing the same attorney’s 
name entered at C (eleven miles distant from L——), I 
wrote to Mr. X. Y. there, and in due course had a reply from 
C——., stating he, X. Y., resided there, and that a delay had 
taken place in consequence of my letter first going to L—— 
and then returned there. He then served the writ, and, as it 
subsequently appears, received payment of debt and costs from 
defendant. Not being able to ,ct the money from X. Y., I 
wrote to another attorney at C——,and from him found that 
X. Y. did not live either at C—— or L , but at L , in 
C—— (some thirty miles from L——, and twenty miles from 
C——-), and employed or rather suffered some clerk at C—— 
to use his, X. Y.’s, name. On subsequently referring to the 
“Law List,” I find this same X. Y.’s name—or, at least, I pre- 
sume it to be the same person, as the Christian name and town 
agents’ names agree in each case—entered as practising at 
L—— and F——, in C , and C——, L——, S—. C—_, 
L——, L——,, K——-, and F in C , some of the 
places being, as shewn, more than thirty miles apart. 

Here, then, is an attorney’s name appearing as practising at 
nine different places in the way described, the object of course 
being to catch stray business from persons who, like myself, 
may be misled. Of course, I need scarcely add that up to 
the present moment, I have not been able to get back my 
money, X. Y. at L—— saying he knows nothing about it, and 
the clerk at C—— being, I fear, a man of straw. 

I may mention that I instructed counsel to move the 
Court of Queen’s Bench for a rule on X. Y. to answer the 
matter of an affidavit, and to show cause why he should not pay 
over the money; but Mr. Justice Hill, who heard the applica- 
tion in the Bail Court at the end of last term, refused the ap- 
plication, on the ground that X. Y. was my agent in the 
matter, and there was no precedent for an attorney invoking 
the summary jurisdiction of the Court against his own agent. 

My remedy for cases of this sort is, that where an attor- 
ney enters his name in the “ Law List,” as practising at more 
than one place, he should be obliged to add in all cases, except 
figainst his principal address, the words, “of ,” or 
something of the sort, so as to give notice to others, as it 
were, of his ubiquity, and put them on their guard. 

There are plenty of other cases to be fourd in the “Law 
List” of the same attorney’s name being entered at three or 
four places; but the one I have particularly referred to is (as I 
have found to my cost) the most flagrant. 

As the Bill comes before the House again to-morrow, I 
have written to Mr. Maugham, the Secretary of the Incorpo- 
rated Law Society, drawing his attention to the matter, to 
see if anything can be done. The “Law List” is at present, 
I believe, a mere private publication issued by the Registrar 
of Attornies’ certificates; but as it is proposed now to give 
it am official character, I suggest that it be issued in fu- 
tare by and under the authority of the Incorporated Law 
Society, whereby it would be properly controlled. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
JOHN MILLER, 


[We onght to mention that Mr. Miller in his letter to us 
ives the name of X. Y., and also the names of the nine 
ifferent places in which he holds himself out as practising. 

We have for obvious reasons, however, preferred to insert what 
lawyers call an “ A. B. case."—Ep. S. J.] 


Bristol, August 7. 


LAW OF PROPERTY ACT. 


In the extracts from Mr. Jemmett’s edition of the Law of 
Property Act of this session, given in the Solicitors’ Journal 
of last week, I observe it is stated that in consequence of the 
alteration of clause 1 of the Act by the introduction of the 
words “judgments, &c., entered up after the passing of the 
Act,” it will still be necessary to search for judgments entered 
up previously to the 23rd of July as heretofore, which would 
seem to imply Mr. Jemmett’s opinion, that a purchaser or 
sexteneee need not search for j mts entered up after that 


The second section of the Act provides that the writ shall 
be entered in alphabetical order, in the name of “the person 
in whose behalf the judgment, &c., was registered.” ‘Will not a 
purchaser or mortgagee, even a8 to judgments entered up after 
the Act, have to search the registered judgments in the name 
of the defendant for five years, and if he find any there, to 
search the new registry provided the Act, to ascertain 
whether the persons who registered judgments, &c., have 
also registered execution? It seems to me that, otherwise, the 





search would have to be made under every letter of the alpha. 
bet in the register of executions for the last three months, the 
writs being directed to be entered in the plaintiff's name. 

J. AY 


DUTIES OF COUNSEL. 

Smr,—Allow me to make a few observations in your Journal, 
as to Mrs. Swinfen’s case; you have, I think, done the profes. 
sion good service by your able resumé of this case in the las 
number of your Journal. It is clear, in my judgment, that th 
case is one for the decision of the House of Lords, and that 
the decision of the Court of Exchequer is unsatisfactory, 

What, let me ask, is the whole question in this cause? 
is simply—when the case is divested of extraneous matter 
question as to the duty of an advocate. The duty of an advo. 
cate is, I apprehend, to conduct his client’s case with faithful 
ness and zeal. In this case, as it appears to me, the advocate— 
Sir F. Thesiger—clearly overstepped the boundary of bag 
Surely if an advocate has the power to bargain away his cli 
estate, it would be dangerous to employ one in an ejectment, 

It may be assumed that Sir F. Thesiger acted bond fide, but 
“good faith” does not give a foreign power, As a matter of 
fact, no doubt, Sir F. Thesiger was affected by the judge's inti. 
mation of his opinion, and this, coupled with the pressure o 
business, led substantially to the compromise. I wish to be 
understood as speaking in the highest terms of Sir F. Thesiger, 
but I think he will ultimately be held to be responsible for the 
compromise.—I am, Sir, yours very truly, 


J. CULVERHOUSE. 
Bermondsey, 8th August, 


CORONER’S JURYMEN. 


Will you or one of your readers answer the following qué 
tions? Cana coroner summons a person, not being a house 
holder, to attend as a juryman on an inquest ? 

Are lodgers eligible as jurymen ? 

An early answer will oblige. 

Birmingham, August 4. _ 


<> 
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BirMINGHAM.—At a special meeting of the Town Couneil, 
held on the 31st instant, the Mayor submitted the report of the 
deputation appointed to confer with the borough justices as to the 
remuneration of their clerks. It was as follows:—* The dept- 
tation instructed to confer again with thecommittee of the justices, 
with a view of ascertaining whether the reduction of £725, refer- 
red to in their report (on justices’ clerks’ fees) will actually be 
effected by the adoption of the arrangement therein pro 
report that they had an interview with a deputation from the 
justices on the 18th July. Your deputation was informed by the 
justices that the reduction of £200, in the annual receipts d 
the clerks, which was mentioned at previous interviews as the 
probable result of adopting the new scale of fees rec 
by the commissioners, was based on a comparison of the present 
scale with that, and reference was made to one set of fees, 
appears to justify the expectation that such a reduction woulé 
really be made. In the present scale, the fees relating # 
informations for penalties amounted to 5s. 6d., namely, a 
information, 2s. 6d.; summons, 2s.; copy Js.; total, 5s. 

In the proposed new scale, these fees would be 3s. less. Infor- 
mation, 1s.; summons, 1s.; copy, 6d.; total, 2s, 6d., instead of 
5s. 6d. In the year 1859, about 6,000 informations were issued, 
and of these about 4,500 were for penalties. In those cases 

in which there are convictions do the clerks receive the 
amount of fees, orthe reduction would be much more than 

a year, but allowing for non-convictions it is not probable it cam 
be less than £200. It is obvious that the calculation can only be 
an estimate, and that experience alone can test the 

the proposed change. ‘The justices observed that they fully 
agreed with your deputation in considering the present 
ments of their clerks unnecessarily great, and that if afte 
the proposed change had been fairfy tried, it should not effect the 
expected reduction, they should be willing to consider in conjune- 
tion with the Town Council some other means by which sucht 
sult could beattained. Thedeputation recommends that the 
gestions made by the justices, and stated in the report nt 
to the council on the 19th June, should be adopted by the 
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the effect of it would be to reduce the remuneration to the clerks 
atleast £700 a year. Your deputation informed the justices, 
jn order to prevent any appearance of a want of candour, that 
the Bill committee of the council had agreed to recommend a 
dause in the proposed new Bill, giving to the council power at 
their option to pay the justices’ clerks by way of salar-r instead 
offees.” The Mayor then moved that the report be approved, 
and the table of fees transmitted to the Mayor by the Secre- 
tary of State be adopted by the council, subject, nevertheless, 
tothe reduction and modification of such fees proposed and 
to by the committee of justices at their meeting with 
the deputation, and that the deputation be authorised and 
instructed to make all such arrangements with the justices on 
behalf of the council as they might consider necessary io enable 
them to put into practical operation the proposals and recom- 
mendations referred to in their report—Mr. Ryland seconded 
the motion.— Alderman Hawkes could see no reason why the 
istrates were pressing them to obtain a new scale of fees. 
They had told the council that they would induce the clerks to 
forego £500 worth of fees, and that a further reduction of £200 
might be obtained by obtaining a new scale. But why should 
Piper for one? Why should not the magistrates exercise 
influence a little further, and arrange with the clerks to 
iveup the other £200 without having recourse to a fresh scale? 
thought that the council would be going out of their way to 
wk for a fresh scale. What he should suggest would be that 
the council should suspend all further consideration of the 
matter until after the burgesses had decided whether they 
should empower the-council to apply for fresh Parliamentary 
or not; and he should move an amendment to that 
ee ennee Hawkes’s amendment was agreed to by 24 
to 
Lzeps.—A meeting of the Town Council was held on the 
$th inst. when the Mayor read a communication he had re- 
ceived from Mr. Ikin, the respected town clerk, tendering his 
resignation on account of continued ill health. The letter 
was to the following effect :—“ Scarcroft Grange, 30th July, 
1860. Mr. Mayor and Gentlemen,—I beg you to accept 
my sincere thanks for the indulgence so kindly granted to me 
sinee my sudden attack of illness. Though considerably 
better, I regret to inform you that I am still unable fully to 
resume my public duties—I mean more particularly attend- 
ance on your committees and the Council meetings. The severe 
weather since my attack has tried me much, but at best any 
further improvement I may hope for must be very gradual. 
My leave having now expired, I respectfully place my office at 
your disposal. 1 gratefully look back on the support I have 
teeived from all parties in arduous and important labours 
during a period of upwards of seventeen years, and, however 
imperfect my efforts may have been, believe me I have always 
striven to serve you faithfully.—I have the honour to be, Mr. 
Mayor and Gentlemen, your obliged and most obedient ser- 
vant, John Arthur Ikin.”—Mr. Ald. Luccock stated that 
although Mr. Ikin had improved in health, he was not suffi- 
recovered to be able to resume-his duties. His medical 
man, Mr. Teale, expressed his opinion that, if a further absence 
of six months were allowed, Mr. Ikin might be able to again 
titer upon the discharge of his duties, though he very much 
whether he (Mr. Ikin) would then be able to take 
thst part in the Council and the Committees which he had 
done. In the hope that a further rest might have the 
dlect of enabling their valued town clerk once more to take 
place amongst them, he had pleasure in proposing:—“ That 
the Council have heard with pleasure of the improved health 
f the town clerk, and hope a further rest of six months may 
table him to resume the discharge of the duties of his office.” 
He (Mr. Luccock) had communicated with Mr. Shaw, who 
ly rendered his assistance during the last six months; 
that gentleman had replied by expressing his readiness to con- 
his assistance as far as possible, Mr. Shaw concluded by 
“ying: “Iam sure it is important to the interests of the 
borough to retain the town clerk’s valuable services, and in 
on our feelings of personal regard we shall in 
case be also best performing our public duties."— 
Mr. Kirk was se 9 to act a generous part, but he was 
‘xious to know whether the interests of the borough were not 
from the present state of things?—Mr. Carter ap- 
petled to Mr, Luccock to withdraw the motion, inasmuch as it 
would be very unpleasant for any member of the Council to 
Vote such a proposition, ‘They must all feel sympathy 
with Mr, Ikin, but they had also public duties to discharge.— 
Mr, Ald. said he would second the motion if the pro- 
ag alter it to three months, instead of six.—Mr. Ald, 
k consented to this alteration—Mr. Carter said the 





question of the appointment and pay of the Town Clerk, if 
Mr. Ikin’s illness had not occurred, must unquestionably have 
come before the Council, and he thought the best course would 
be to defer the consideration of Mr. Ikin's letter for a short 
period, and to appoint a committee to look into the subject of 
the appointment of the Town Clerk, and report to the Coun- 
cil. It was a difficult and delicate subject, but it would not be 
right in the Council to be six months longer without a Town 
Clerk. The committee had been put to considerable inconve- 
nience; and it was high time that they had a proper under- 
standing and arrangement as to the duties and emoluments of 
the Town Clerk. He had no hope that Mr. Ikin would be 
able again to resume his duties, and therefore the Council 
ought not to delay; and if Mr. Luccock persisted in 
his motion he should feel bound to move an amendment. 
The Town Clerk had tendered his resignation, and they were 
at perfect liberty to consider the whole question.—The discus- 
sion was continued by Mr. Naylor, Mr. Lobley, Mr. ‘Ald. Bot- 
terill, and other gentlemen, all of whom expressed their deep 
sympathy with Mr. Ikin, and their fear that the public interests 
suffered from his absence.—Mr. Ald. Luccock then withdrew 
his resolution, and moved:—“ That the consideration of the 
Town Clerk’s letter be postponed for three months.”—Mr. 
Naylor having seconded the motion, Mr. Carter asked if the 
mover intended that in the meantime they were to take the 
necessary steps for filling up the office of Town Clerk, which 
would become vacant at the end of that time?—Mr. Luccock: 
I do.— The proposition was adopted unanimously. — Mr. 
Carter next moved “ That a committee be appointed to consider 
and report as to the best mode of filling up the office of legal 
adviser to the Council, and as to the services to be rendered and 
the mode of payment to be adopted for any future Town Clerk.” 
Some objection was taken to the terms of Mr. Carter’s resolution, 
and, after a brief discussion, it was withdrawn, the following 
motion, proposed by Mr. Ald, Kitson, and seconded by Mr. 
Price, being substituted: ‘“‘ That a committee be appointed to 
consider and to report as to the best mode of providing for the 
future rmance of the duties of town clerk, and as to the 
services to be rendered and the mode of payment to be adopted.” 
A committee was thereupon appointed. 


LrvERPOoL,—On the 8th instant, the business of the Liver- 
pool Police Courts was conducted for the first time in the court 
rooms attached to the new police office buildings in Dale-street. 
There was nothing in the way of ceremony or observation of 
any kind on the occasion; and the business which had been con- 
ducted in the borough sessions house ever since its opening on 
the 30th of October, 1828, was quietly transferred to the new 
premises, where it will be conducted in future. 


WatsaLu.—aAt the quarterly meeting of the Town Council, 
held on the Ist instant, Joseph Day, Esq., the Mayor, in the 
chair, the report of the Finance Committee was read, and the 
various items contained thercin were ordered to be paid, with 
the exception of the coroner’s account, in respect of which a sam 
of £2 2s. was objected to, this being a charge for making a post- 
mortem examination on the body of a child on which no inquest 
had been held. Considerable conversation ensued upon the sub- 
ject, from which it appeared that the Finance Committee had 
discussed the point among themselves, and had decided to refer 
it to the Council. It was ascertained that the Coroner had 
issued his precept for the said post-mortem examination. After 
having received a report from Mr. J. W. Cater, Chief of Police, 
to the effect that there were certain unsatisfactory circumstances 
connected with the birth of the child, which it was alleged had 
been stillborn, it was now admitted that Mr. Cater had acted 
very properly in the matter, but it was the general opinion of 
the Council that the Coroner had done wrong in ordering a post- 
mortem examination without holding an inquest. It was even- 
oa decided that the Coroner's account, less the £2 2s,, be 
paid, 


ee 
Ereland, 


The commission of oyer and terminer for the city and 
county of Dublin was opened on the 8th instant. It will be 
observed by the following address of the learned judge to the 
grand jury, that the state of the calendars for the city and 
county present the same favourable appearance as throughout 
the provinces, The Chief Justice Lefroy, in addressing the 
grand jury, said :—Mr, foreman, and gentlemen of the grand 
jury of the city of Dublin, looking at the calendars bef>re me, 
and judging from them, the duties which you will have to dis- 
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charge will be very light indeed. There are but seven prisoners 
in custody for trial. Six of the casesare of larceny of dif- 
ferent descriptions, and the remaining case is one of malicious 
assault. There can occur, therefore, nothing in your inquiry 
into these several cases that would make it necessary for me to 
advise you with respect to any one of them by any observations. 
I congratulate you, gentlemen, upon the peaceable and orderly 
condition of the city, which in two months has only returned 
so small a share of crime of so unimportant a character. I am 
happy to tell you that the contiguous counties constituting the 
home circuit have presented an equally satisfactory condition with 
respect to their peace and good order. I have just returned 
from them, and ean inform you that they are in a state of peace 
and good order that is most satisfactory. Mr. foreman and 
gentlemen of the grand jury of che county of Dublin, I have to 
offer to you the same congratulations. It is a very remarkable 
fact that there are upon the calendar for your county but six 
cases of “persons in custody; of these six, five are for larceriy, 
and the sixth is a case of aggravated assault. I am happy to 
find in your county the samneimprovement with respect to peace 
and good order that is obsérvable, as I had occasion to remark 
in the contiguous counties. With those observations, gentlemen, 
I shall allow you to retire to the consideration of the light 
duties which I am happy to say you will have to perform. 
The grand jury then retired. 


er se eee eee 


Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


oe 


FRrance.—The Paris bar is about to uphold its perfect inde- 
dence of government by electing the opposition orator, Jules 
avre, to the dignity of Batonnier, or leader of the profession, 
an office held by rotation and involving high responsibility. 
Russtai=By a return which has been made to the Minister 
of Justice at St. Petersburgh for the year 1858, it appears 
that the total number of persons tried thoughout the Russian 
empire amounted in that year to 404,747, of whom 75,378 
were still in prison, and thetest at liberty. Ofthe above number 
70,665 were condemned to punishments involving the loss of 
hard labour, and 3,960 


civil rights, 1,764 were sentenced to 
i to distant Eg equa Among the convicts con- 


demned to the loss of the prerogatives belonging to their class 
were 23 hereditary nobles, 39 enjoying personal nobility, 22 
ecclesiastics, 6 merchants, and 5,634 individuals belonging to 
Various classes. 





le 
— 


Rediew. 


Wrongs and their Remedies; being a Treatise on the Law of 
Torts, By C. G. Avpison, Esq., of the Inner Temple, 
Barrister-at-Law, Author of the “Law of Contracts.” 
London: V. & R. Stevens & Sons, 


It has been said by a classical author, that whoever would 
undertake to write history ought to be able to act it, and to do 
the great things which he would prandly destribe. Tt might 
also perhaps be insisted that whoever will affect to criticive an 
important and elaborate literary production, which ft has taken 
years of self-denial and labour to complete, ought to be him- 
self, if not capable of the same sacrifices, at all events compe- 
tent, from his intellectual character and acquitements, to 
achieve a like result. There is no doubt something wnbecom- 
ing in the attempt by & person who has not given any t 
attention to a sibject, to form, and ‘still tore to publish, 2 
hasty estimate of 2 serious treatise upon it by a than who has 
devoted a considerable portion of his life to it. At the same 
time, it is to be said, on the otlter hand, that the critical faculty 
is very different from the creative, and that, as one may judge 
ina moment of the excellences or defects of a statue which 
was for years under the sculptor’s hand, so he may sometimes 
come to some just general conclusion as to the merits of even 
the most formidable work of literature, by a cursory perusal. 
When any lawyer a new law-book witha view to 
seeing “ what it is like,” and “how it is done,” what gene- 
rally first occurs to his mind is, the inquiry whether it is 
really wanted? whether the subject is'% good one? Should it 
have received the attention of text writers before, the next 
thing is to consider the different modes of treatment by the 
new author and his predecessors. Most people who take any 
trouble in forming their opinions on law books—which they are 





not likely to read through, and perhaps ‘may not often ha, 
occasion to.consult—are very much influenced by the genen) 
outline and divisions, as also by the method, which » 
adopted by the author. It is generally not very difficult 4 
learn whether he has mapped out his ground with care gy) 
skill, and has well considered the entire plan of his work; ¢ 
whether he has taken the topics as they presented the 

and without much regard to their relations one to the othe 
or to the general subject. Much beyond this a legal critic qm 
hardly, as a rule, bée.expected to go, except that he may, hen 
and there, test the accuracy and completeness of the details) 
examining the work on some points with which he is well @ 
quainted. These remarks will not be deemed out of place ty 
anyone who considers the difficulty of offering, in our limity 
space, any criticism worth reading on such a volume as. thi 
which we have now before us. All that we can do is to gin 
what account we can of its general scheme, and then, as oe 
Scotch friends say, condescend to some particulars, 

The subject of Torts or civil wrongs constitutes one of th 
largest and most important divisions of every system of jute 
prudence. Blackstone devotes to it alone, under the naitie ¢ 
private wrongs, the whole of one of his four volumes. “Th 
word ‘ Tort,’ handed down from our Norman jurists,” says th 
Addison in his Preface,“ is used in our lawat the present day 
denote a civil wrong for which compensation in damages is 
coverable, in contradistinction to a ¢rime or misdemeandiy, 
which is punished by the criminal law in the interests of socitly 
at large, no compensation being awarded forthe individual witny, 
Hivery invasion of 4 legal right, such as a right of property, @ 
the right of personal security, constitutes & tort; and so dis 
évery neglect of a legal duty, and every injury to the person ® 
character or reputation of another.” It is no wonder, thei, 
that under the head of private wrongs, Sir W. 
should have felt himself compelled, not only to investigate thi 
construct the category of private wrongs, but also to point a 
their vatious remedies} and for this purpose, to describe th 
several ttibunals which our law has constituted for the fedres 
of private injuries. We have, accordingly, in the 3rd volitiie 
of Blackstone, minute descriptions of our courts of commim 
law and equity, of our courts ecciesiastical, ee 
maritime, as well as those of special jurisdiction. 
Obtainment of redvess being by means of proceeding 
before these tribunals, it was necessary, of course, to a 
something of their process, pleadings, and modes of trial; al 
this naturally led to an account of trial by jury, and of 
ment and execution, with their incidents, It is obvious 
that 4 modern writer on the law of Torts need not trouth 
himself with any attempt at such exhaustive treatment of hh 
subject; yet a difficulty under these. ciroumstances is b 
know what topics are to be eliminated, and what retaine 
There need be none, however, as to some of Blackstone's sub 
divisions. ‘Trial by jury has no more to do with private tit 
with public wrongs, A similar observation may be inade ah 
many other subjects included by the great commentator inte 
Srd volume. Mr. Addison, therefore, for the most part, 0 
fines himself to a description of the subject matter, and moi, 
of civil wrongs, as they are regarded by English la’ "uch, 
says Mr. Addison, “as wrongful infringements of the rights al 
ptivileges incident to the ownership and and w 
and enjoyment of landed property; nuisances and injarit 
atising from the negligent use and management of such 
perty; injuries to lands and tenements from waste, negligent, 
and fire; injuries from trespasses and unlawful entry on lati 
in disturbance of the possessory and proprietory rights of th 
occupiers and landiords; wrongful seizure and conversion # 
chattels; injuries from the negligent use and 


ment of chattels, and the negligent performance of worm 


injuries from negligence and breach of duty on the pit 
of bailees, common carriers, and common innkeepers; 
distress and sale of things distrained; assault and battery, ail 
wrongful imprisonment; malicious arrest, malicious t 

and malicious abuse of legal process; trespasses and injuries com 
mitted in the execution of void or irregular legal process, # 
in the éxecution of warrants and orders of justices; injuries 
resulting from the exercise, or intended exercise, of 

powers and authorities; injuries from libel and slander; 

lent misrepresentation and deceit; fraudulent con 

breach of warranty, and false pretences; matrimonial and pt 
rental injuries; adultery and seduction.” Even this is 4 ¥ty 
summery and compendious account of the numerous 
which are treated in detail in this work. But extensive ai 
is, it will be found to include nothitig irrelevant, or that 
properly be omitted; and in this respect Mr. Addison has 
more regard to logic than Sir William Blackstone, ‘The ge 
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ral of this work and its subdivisions exhibit abundant 
dope care and judgment on the part of the author. The sub- 
jects are arranged according to their natural sequence, and are 
bre in amanner that will make this text-book most convenient 
reference, and generally for every purpose of the practitioner. 

re it is safe to state the result of the cases in short pro- 
itions of law, Mr, Addison does so, without encumbering his 
text—according to the manner of many modern authors—with 
numerous and now unnecessary authorities for what has been 
and well established. On the other hand, we have not 
be able to discover the absence of any important decisions 
‘which properly belonged to our author’s province—except 
we are to hold him responsible for a know- 

of what is done in courts of equity, which perhaps we 
‘ought to do, seeing that Lord Hardwicke considered that a decree 
of the Court of Chancery was notice to all the world. But if 
any further proof were wanting of the practical difficulties in- 
herent in the fasion of law and equity, it might be found in 
fact, that so learned and accomplished # lawyer as Mr. Addison 


not, notwithstanding the recently conferred equitable juris- | 
of courts of common law, as far as we have been able to | 


ver, made any reference to the important and most valuable 
power possessed by our courts for the prevention of civil 
is, The word injunction is not even mentioned in his 
diborate index, which extends over thirty-six p of double 
columns. It is but fair, however, to state that Mr. Addison, 
his Preface, informs us that “ it was intended to have con- 
eluded the present work with a chapter upon the remedies 
afforded for certain civil wrongs, by way of mandamus and in- 
n; but,” he adds, “so many changes are projected and 
Wg cried out in this remedial branch of our law, that it 
has thought advisable to postpone the consideration of 
it” We are not aware of any changes in the law relating to 
injanictions which would make it advisable to omit all reference 
‘fo it in a treatise on the law of Torts, or even to postpone the 
‘ ration of it generally. The only alteration proposed is 
which is containéd in the Law and Equity Bill now be- 
fore Parliament, the effect of which would be, if passed into 
thw, to extend the power of courts of common law in granting 
hetions, and to make it 2s nearly as possible coincident 
the jurisdiction now exercised by courts of equity. All 
the principles of the law of injunctions remain unaffected by 
fecent or proposed legislation, except so far as they have been 
ee With by Sir Hugh Cairns’ Chancery Act of 1858, 
h enables the Court of Chancery, where it has jurisdic- 
to grant an injunction, to award damages in lieu thereof to 
the party injured—the old recognised principle of the Court 
Yellig that no injunction would lie where there could be ade- 
(uate compensation in damages. In many ¢ases which might be 
titiinerated, the only adequate relief obtainable by a party 
Who either has suffered, or hns reason to apprehend injury, from 
the acts of another, is by an injunction restraining thé wrong- 
g party from a continuance, or a future commission, of the 
band and although a treatise on the law of Injunctions 
be well considered sufficient fur a separate work, yet 
lhe obvious incompleteness in a treatise on the law of 
Torts which omits all reference to the jurisdiction possessed by 
Unt Courts for the prevention of meditated wrongs. 
AS another instance of the all but impossibility of any legal 
who has to déal with an extensive branch of law, 
pace With the innumerable decisions of the judges on 
sides of Westminster Hall, we may mention that while 
Mf. Addison, in his chapter on fraudalent misrepresentation, 
he very valuable sammary of the doctrine of courts of 
common lay upon that subject, and cites all the leading 
rities upon it at law, he cites scarcely one out of the 
dreds of decisions of courts of equity relating to the 
fame general subject. We allude to this circumstance, not 
the purpose of detracting from Mr. Addison’s performance, 
merely as an illustration of the enormous difficulty which 
Must necessarily attend any attempt at a sudden and complete 
fusion of law and equity. Mr. Addison is universally 
tecognised as a lawyer of great and varied learning; but 
inasmuch as, according to the English practice which has 
existed, it has been usual for practitioners to devote 
themselves almost entirely either to common law or equity, it 
is always found, as a matter of course, that a legal author be- 
trays in his writings, however careful and well considered they 
hay be, the side of Westminster Hall to which he belongs. 
_ Mr. Addison is already so well known to both b es of 
> pretension by his work on the Law of Contracts, that it is 
less for us to say an, touching his style or manner of 
our great admiration 


tion. We have expressed 
of the skill with which he has laid his plan, and of the general 





completeness of his entire work. Nothing can be more skil- 
fal and admirable than his method of presenting a topic, and of 
following it out in detail, In this respect he has succeeded in 
offering “‘ to the reader an accurate view of the present state 
of the law on the subjects treated of, without burthening his 
mind with technical legai learning which is now obsolete, or 
perplexing his judgment with contradictory and conflicting de- 
cisions.” Such, Mr. Addison informs us in his Preface, has been 
his endeavour in this Treatise; and we congratulate him upon 
the success which he has attained in this respect. Indeed, if 
his treatise purported to be confined to wrongs and their reme- 
dies at common law, we should have had nothing further to 
say of it, than that it was all that could be desired upon that 
subject. Regarding it as a treatise of Wrongs and their _Reme- 
dies at common law, we pronounce it to be incomparably the 
best English work extant upon that subject, for the use both . 
of students and practitioners. The former will find it not 
only intelligible, but interesting, on account of its easy and 
lucid style, and of its freedom from poe ye alities ; 
whilst to persons engaged in practice its scientific arrangement 
and general completeness will recommend it as invaluable for 
daily reference. 

In the foregoing observations, we have made no allusion to 
a treatise on the “ Law of Torts” by Mr. Hilliard, an American 
lawyer. It was published last year in Boston, Mass., and is 
well spoken of; but we have not had the good fortune of 
meeting with it. 


’~ 
> 


@bituarp. 


EDWARD WOLFF CHADWICK, ESQ. 

It is with great regret that we have to record this week the 
decease of Mr. Chadwick, of Long Ashton, near Bristol, who 
met an untimely end by being thrown from his horse whilé 
returning home from Bristol on the 2nd instant. On the even- 
ing of that day, Mr. Chadwick had been dining with some friends 
at Bristol, and was going home on his horse, which was a high 
spirited animal; he had passed the Ashton turnpike gate, when 
the gatekeeper was surprised to see the horse returning in a very 
fretful condition, without a rider, and bearing a saddle minus 
the stirrups. His fears being aroused for the safety of Mr. 
Chadwick, he called up some neighbours, who proceeded in 
search of the unfortunate gentleman, whom they diséovered 
lying in the middle of the road, quite dead, and covered with 
blood from some severe wounds at the back of the head. The 
supposition is, that the horse took fright at something in the road, 
and ran away with the deceased, which resulted in his beitig 
thrown. Mr. Chadwick carried on an extensive practice at 
Long Ashton, and filled some of the most im it offices of 
the district. He held the several appointments of Clerk to the 
Justices of the Bedminster Union, Clerk to the Land, Assessed, 
and Income and Property Tax Commissioners, of the same 
division, and was also Clerk to the Deputy Lieutenants. He was 
greatly respected in his neighbourhood by persons of all classes. 





a 


Rnibersity Entelligence. 


Lonpon. 

At a special meeting of Convocation, held at Burli 
house, on the 8th instant, for the nomination of a list of 
persons, to be submitted to her Majesty for the choice of a Fel- 
low of the University therefrom; the name of Mr. G. Jessel, 
M.A., Barrister-at-law, was selected as one of the three to be 
submitted for a fellowship. 


+ 
_ > 





A scene of an unusual description occurred in the Court ef 
Queen's Bench in Quebec. Upon the Court meeting, an oil 
painting of Pius IX,, in a large gold frame, was observed in the 
most conspicuous place in the court-hall, and within a few feet 
of the ju While one of the members of the bar was 
addressing the Court—then composed of Messrs. Lafontaine, 
Duval, and Mondelet (three French and Roman Catholic 
judges), and but one judge of old-country extraction and @ 
Protestant, Mr. Justice Aylwin,—the whole of the proceedings 
of the Court were abruptly terminated by Mr. Justice Aylwin, 
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who said, “ By what authority has that picture been placed 
there ?” Receiving no answer, he repeated the interrogatory 
in energetic language, and receiving no answer, he said that he 
would not sit there so long as the picture remained in that 
place. He accordingly left the bench, and there being no 
quorum, the whole business of the court was stopped for the day. 
It appears that the picture was introduced into the court house 
with the permission of the three French judges. 


Daring the last five years, 1,960 persons have been sentenced 
to imprisonment by the metropolitan magistrates (including 
the city) for aggravated assaults on their wives or other women. 
The average has been 392 a year, and about one-third of these 
assaults were upon the wives of the offenders. 


A return to an order of the House of Lords, made on the 
motion of Lord Aveland, has been made of the number of mem- 
bers unseated for bribery and treating, distinguishing those 
unseated for treating only, for all the counties and boroughs of 
the United Kingdom, during the !ast three Parliaments. From 
this it appears that in the Parliament beginning 1847-48, while 
no members were unseated for counties for bribery or treating, 
20 were unseated for boroughs—namely, 8 for treating, 6 for 
bribery, and 6 for bribery and treating. The number of mem- 
bers who, in the Parliament beginning 1852-53, lost their seats 
for boroughs was 31;—that is, 3 for treating, 11 for bribery, and 
17 for bribery and treating. For the counties in that Parlia- 
ment the return was nil. In the Parliament beginning 1857, 6 
borough members were unseated—viz., 4 for bribery and 2 for 
bribery and treating; none for treating only; and again the 
return was nil for the counties. The inference from these figures 
is that bribery and treating had greatly increased in 1852-53, 
as compared with 1847-48, and that, on the other hand, they 
had sensibly diminished in 1857, contrasted with both the ante- 
cedent periods, and especially with that of 1852-53. 


INSOLVENTS.—In the year 1859, 2,703 schedules were filed 
by imprisoned debtors preparatory to their appearance before 
the Insolvent Debtors’ Court. 2,694 came up for hearing during 
the year, of whom (according to the “Judicial Statistics”) 799 
were heard by the Court in London and 1,895 in the county 
courts. On the hearing 2,104 were discharged forthwith, and 
412 were remanded for various periods, In the whole year divi- 
dends were paid upon only 196 estates. These estates realized 
£31,561, averaging £161 0s. 6d. each, but that sum was reduced 
by expenses of administration (£5,217, including allowance to 
insolvents) to £26,343 for dividend upon debts amounting to 
£206,607. The expenses of administration, therefore, averaged 
£26 12s.°5d. for each estate, and the sum left for dividend £134 
8s. 1d. The dividends (where there were any) averaged £12 
15s. per cent. In 36 cases during the year, debtors with 
£54,577 debt upon their schedules showed all to have been paid 
or released. But the Insolvent Debtors’ Court has also juris- 
diction under the Protection Acts in the case of traders at large 
whose debts are under £300; and by these persons 2,820 
schedules were filed during the year. 2,717 such applicants 
appeared for hearing, 971 before the Court in London, 1,746 
before the county courts, which, therefore, do the greater part of 
the insolvency business. On the hearing 2,048 obtained a final 
order. Dividends were paid during the year on 492 estates, 
the sum realised being £18,793, which the expenses of adminis- 
tration and other payments reduced to £13,416 for dividend on 
debts amounting to £152,557. Each of these 492 estates, there- 
fore, realized on an average only £38 3s. 11d., and the net 
amount for dividend was but £27 5s. 4d. There is no account 
of the aggregate amount of the debts entered in the schedules 
as owing by all the 5,523 insolvents of the year who came 
before the Insolvent Debtors’ Courts, but from the data given 
it must have exceeded £5,000,000, and the net amount paid in 
dividends during the year was under £40,000. 


CorProraL PunisHment.—In the course of the last three 
years corporal punishment has been inflicted in 852 instances 
in the prisons of England and Wales. Sometimes this punish- 
ment is inflicted by order of courts of justice, at the assizes and 
sessions, chiefly for stealing, but occasionally and not inappro- 
priately for other offences;—such as assault with intent to 
commit a rape, and repeated desertion of wife and family, 
leaving them chargeable to the parish. At other times the 
whipping is by order of the visiting justices for prison offences, 
which, besides insurbordination and refusal to work, include 
such cases as attempts at suicide, breaking up all the cell farni- 
ture and setting fire to it, assaulting an officer and threatening 
to murder him. In most cases the punishment consists in a few 
lashes administered to a lad under age, but occasionally older 


men are whipped, and for serious offences the number extends 





to three or four dozen with the cat. In Dorset county prison 
it is stated that men of 20, 33, 46, and even one of 53 were 
flogged on the bare breech. ‘These punishments were inflicted 
privately, but sometimes other prisoners are present for the 
sake of warning. In some of the cases where the whipping has 
been ordered by visiting justices, the offence is but 
vaguely described in the return as “idleness,” and jn 
one case “sleeping in the open air.” In ‘Tiverton gaol all 
the whippings were before the mayor. ‘he rod seems to be 
most required in the north; during the three years the visiting 
justices have applied it to eighty-four prisoners in the New 
Bailey, Salford, and to thirty-seven in the city gaol, Manches. 
ter; the quarter sessions to fifty-eight in Walton borough gaol, 
and the petty sessions to ninety-six in the borough prison of 
Neweastle-upon-Tyne. Altogether 190 men and lads were 
flogged in Lancashire, ninety-nine in Northumberland, seventy. 
eight in Staffordshire, forty-eight in Cheshire; in Yorkshire but 
fifteen; in Middlesex, Surrey, and Kent, together, 131; in Berks, 
Derbyshire, Dorset, Suffolk, Worcestershire, only five each; in 
Durham, Gloucestershire, Essex, Notts, and Warwickshire, four 
each; in Beds, Bucks, Hants, Westmoreland, two; in Hereford. 
shire and Cambridgeshire, one; in Cumberland and Monmouth- 
shire, none. The differences are remarkable. In Scotland 
there have been about 150 juvenile offenders whipped by order 
of courts of justice, and in Edinburgh and Glasgow the magis- 
trates have power to direct corporal punishment of such persons, 
“and this is frequently done.” In Ireland the courts of assize 
and quarter sessions ordered forty-two lads to be flogged in 1857, 
thirteen in 1858, and eight in 1859. 


Tue Cotonies.—There are no less than 50 colonies belong- 
ing to the United Kingdom, viz.:—South Australia, obtained 
by settlement in 1836 ; Western Australia, obtained by settle- 
ment in 1829; Antigua, obtained by settlement in 1632; 
Ascension, obtained by settlement in 1827; Barbadoes, obtained 
by settlement in 1625; Bermuda, obtained by settlement in 
1609 ; the Bahamas, obtained by settlement in 1629 ; Ceylon, 
obtained by capture in 1795 ; Canada (East and West), ob- 
tained by capture in 1759-60; the Cape of Good Hope, obtain- 
ed by capture in 1806 ; Columbia, obtained by settlement in 
1858; St. Christopher, obtained by settlement in 1623; 
Dominica, obtained by cession in 1763; the Falkland Islands, 
obtained by settlementin 1842; Guiana, obtained by cession in 
1803 ; Gambia, obtained by settlement in 1631; Gibraltar 
(military), obtained by capture in 1704; Gold Coast, obtained 
by settlement in 1661; Grenada, obtained by cession in 1763, 
St. Helena, obtained by cession in 1673; Heligoland, obtained 
by cession in 1814; Honduras, obtained by cession in 1670, 
and settlement in 1742; Hong Kong, obtained by cession in 
1842 ; the three Indian Presidencies, placed under the direct 
dominion of the Crown in 1859; the Ionian Islands, obtained 
by cession in 1814; Jamaica, obtained by capture in 1655, 
Labuan, obiained by cession in 1846; St. Lucia, obtained by 
capture in 1803 ; Malta, obtained by capture in 1800; the 
Mauritius, obtained by capture in 1810 ; Montserrat, obtained 
by settlement in 1632; Natal, obtained by settlement in 1824; 
New Brunswick, separated from Nova Scotia in 1784; Novs 
Scotia, obtained by settlement and capture ; Newfoundland, 
obtained by settlement in 1608 ; Nevis, obtained by settle- 
ment in 1628; New South Wales, obtained by settlement 
in 1788; New Zealand, obtained by settlement in 1839; 
Prince Edward Island, obtained by settlement ; Queens 
land, separated from New South Wales in 1859 ; Sierra Leone, 
obtained by settlement in 1787; Tasmania, obtained by settlement 
in 1804; ‘Tobago, obtained by cession in 1763; Trinidad, ob- 
tained by capture in 1797; Turks and Caicos Islands, formerly 
included in the Bahamas ; St. Vincent, obtained by cession in 
1763 ; Victoria, separated from New South Wales in 1850 ; and 
the Virgin Islands, obtained by settlement in 1666. 


<> —— 


Court Papers. 


Chancery Vacation Notice, 

During the Vacation, until further notice, all applications which are 
necessary to be made at the Judges’ Chambers, are to be made at 
Chambers of the Vice-Chanceilor Sir R. T. Kindersley, Any application 
which it pnd be found to make, — the Long se 
& special injunction to restrain le injury, must made on pro- 
duction of copy of the bill, certificate of ‘i and office copies of affi- 
davits ; and at his Honour’s chambers information will be given. of the 
time and place at which the ae may be made. 

The Chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Kindersley will be open every day 
in the week, except Mondays and Saturdays, from 11 to 1. 

The Long Vacation will commence on the | 
on the 28th October, both days inclusive. 
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Births and Marriages. 
BIRTHS. 
ADAMS—On August 3, the wife of George E. Adams, Esq., Barrister-at- 
Jaw, of a son. 


sera hel August 6, at Alford, Lincolnshire, the wife of 
Langley Joseph Brackenbury, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 


BROWN—On August 3, at Northallerton, the wife of Douglas Brown, Esq., 
Barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 


yoss—On August 9, the wife of Robert Voss, Esq., of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 

BENSON—COCKERELL—On August 7, Ralph A. Benson, Esq., of the 
Inner Temple, Barrister-at-law, to Henrietta Selina, only daughter of 
Cc. R. = Esq., R.A., President of the Royal Institute of British 
Architects. 


(R0SBY—HARFORD—On August 1, Harry, son of Thomas Crosby, Esq., 
Solicitor, of Stoke Bishop, to Emily Harford, of Sidney-place, Cli 

DICKSON—BRUCE~—On August 2, at Edinburgh, William Dickson, Bees 
Captain H.M.’s Bengal Artillery, to Anne Steuart, second scrviving 
daughter of the late Thomas Bruce, Esq., writer to the Signet. 

FOULKES—HARWAR—On July 28, Arthur David Foulkes, Esq., Soli- 
citor, of Manchester, to Georgiana Gertrude, daughter of the late Charles 
Harwar, Esq., of Congleton. 

HILL—GREGORY— On August 2, Agnes Elizabeth, second daughter of 
J, Allen Hill, Esq., Solicitor, of Bristol, to Richard Gregory, Esq., of 
Trafalgar-square, Twickenham, Middlesex. 

KNAPP—STRAIGHT—On July 14, at Halifax, Nova Scotia, George 
Wyatville Wynford, son of the late mee Knapp, Esq., to Sophia Ann, 
second daughter of the late Samuel Straight, Esq., and stepdaughter of 
Charles Knapp, of the Middle Temple Be Barrister-at law. 

§MITH—GUNN—On July 31, at Truro, Donald Macleod Smith, Esq.» 
Advocate, Edinburgh, to Christina, second daughter of the late George 
Gunn, Esq., of Rhives, Sutherlandshire, N.B. 


——__e—- -- 
English Funds and Railway Stock. 
(Last Official Quotation during the week ending Friday evening.) 


| 


Shrs.| 
Stock! London and Blackwall. 
Stock |Lon.Brighton& S.Coast 
Lon. Chatham & Dover 
Londonand N.-Wstrn.. 
Ditto Eighths .... 
London & S.-Westrn. 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln..| 
Midland ............ 
Ditto Birm. & Derby 
Norfolk..... 
North British .. 
North- -Eastn. (Brwek. ) 
Ditto Leeds ...... 
Ditto York ...... 
North London........ 
Oxford, Worcester, & 
Wolverhampton .. 
Portsmouth........+. 
Scottish Centrfl..... 
Scot. N. E. Aberdeen 
Rattway Stock. Stock Prrrrerisy 


aii ee a oe 3 ~ Seotah. Mid. Stk. 
rk. Lan. . June, ropshire Union .... 
Bristol and Exeter.... 


South Devon ........ 
Caledonian .........+ South-Eastern ...... 
Cornwall ......sseee. 


South Wales ........ 
East Anglian ........ S. Yorkshire & R. Dun 
Eastern Counties .... Stockton & Darlington 
Stock Eastern Union A. Stock Vale of Neath ...... 
Stock} Ditto B. Baek... 
= Edinburgh t Glasgow. 
Stock|Edin. Perth, & Dundee 
Glasgow and South- 





ENGLIsH Fonps. Raltways — Continued: 
Bank Stock ........ 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann 

3 per Cent. Cons. Ann. 
New 3 per Cent. Ann.. 
New 24 per Cent. Ann. 


India Loan Scrip. .. 
India 5 per Cent. 1859.. 
India Bonds (£1000) .. 
Do. (under £1000)..... 
Exch. Bills (£1000)... 
Ditto (£500).... 
Ditto (Small) .. 








REEEE = 


Lines at fixed Rentals. 


Buckinghamshire .... 
Chester and Holyhead. 
Ditto 54 per Cent... 

Ditto 5 per Cent .. 
Ditto B. Stock....) 137 East Lincoln, guar. 6 
Mt wevecceces 


Gt. Southn. & Westn.| per 
| 115 Hull and Selby ...... 


Great Western ..... | $ London and Greenwich 
Lancaster and Carlisle.) .. Ditto Preference.. 
Ditto Thirds,.| .. Lon., Tilbury, Sthend .. 
Ditto New Thirds..| .. - vane hs Herefd. 
jLancash. & Yorkshire | y Wilts and Somerset .. 


CSTEIN weseseeees 
Great Northern...... 
Ditto A. Stock.... 
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Heirs at Raw and Next of Rin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazettes and elsewhere. 

Bavce, Wittraq, of St. Mary Bourne, Andover. Next of kin to apply to 
Rev. A. M., St. Mary Bourne, Andover. 

MEAvItie or NERVILLE, Madame Marie Madeline Mathien de Nerville ou 
de Merville, widow of Jean Louis de Ja Tour Hody. Heirs at law to 
Apply to M. Pechet, 395, Cours de Rive, Gendve. 

James, who about three years ago lodged at 113, Great Tich- 
field-street, Oxford-street. Next of kin'to appl ; 
ly to Mr. Ashley, Soli- 
citor, 5, Charles-square, Hoxton. . 





Anclaimed Stock in the Bank of Bugland. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties ead the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months 

Bassit, Joun, Gent., Bay , Camden-town, £126, New £3 per 
Cents —Claimed by Rev. Pessanean Suttivan, Vince Barker, and 

Pg bs Esq., Dadd De Rev. J 
ucK, Lewis WILLIAM on, Bideford, Devonshire, onN 
Purtuirrs, Clerk, Mambury, Devon, and Rev. Rev. THomas SALTREN, Peth- 
combe, Devon. £142: 4:5 Reduced £3 per "Cents.—Claimed by Ann 
Buck, Widow, sole executrix. 

Ketter, Exizasets, Widow, Holy-cross, Pape Cuatateres £700 

—Claimed by SterHen PLumMeER, the surviving execu’ 

Symonps, JoHN roving Esq., Hinton-house, Hinton, Berks, and _ ee 





Love Gairritaos, Gent., Newport, Isle of eof Wight, One Dividend on £4,200 
Consols.—Claimed by Epwarp Love GairFiras. 


> 
London Grazettes. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Viet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
TuEspaY, Aug. 7, 1860. 

ALLEN, ELizasetu (who died on April 22, Lome Mr. James Millward, of 
High-street, Dudley, Worcestershire. "Sept. 8 . 

Bes, Mary, Widow, St. John’s Chapel, Stanhope, Durham (who died on 
Dec. 1, 1859). Ing'edew & Daceett, Solicitors, No. 3, Dean-street, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Oct. 1 

BRoaDHEAD, Epwarp, Carver & Gilder, & Composition Manufacturer, 
34, Albion-street, Leeds (who died on Jan. 19, 1860). Payne, Eddison, 
& Ford, Solicitors, 70, Albion-street, Leeds. Nov. 1. 

Browne, Joun, Hotel Keeper, & Wine & Spirit Merchant, late of Great 
Yarmouth, Norfolk owe died on May 10, 1860). Palmer, Solicitor, 
Great Yarmouth. Oct. 4 

ber, Jonn, 1, pamabaaits Skinner-street, London (who died on June 

yates Southgate, Solicitor, 7, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. 
oct 

Cmmints Wititram Piers, Surgeon, 33, St. Peter’s, Westgate, Canter- 
bury (who died on June 10, 1860). Charlewood & Ormerod, Solicitors, 
5, Clarence-street, Manchester. Oct. 1. 

Wicxuam, Wit.1aM, Gent., 8, Kingsland-place, Son Soni cenetnawe 
sex (who died on Feb. 29, 1860). Ashurst, Son, 

6, Old Jewry, London. Oct. 1. 

Wiss, Joun BricuaM, Farmer, Chesterton, Cambridgeshire (who died on 

Jan. 20, 1853). Foster, Solicitor, 28, Trinity-street, Cambridge. 


Sept. 1. 
Fripay, Aug. 10, 1860. 

CHESTER, JAMES AMBROSE, Hat Manufacturer, 8, St. Andrew’s-hill, 
Doctor’s-commons, London (who died April 16, 1860). Taylor & Jacquet, 
Solicitors, 15, South-street, Finsbury-square. Oct. 3. 

Crump, Joun, Butcher and Farmer, Harrietsham, Kent (who died July 2, 
1857). Laker, Solicitor, 74, Week-street, Maidstone, Kent. Sept. 8. 

Nortn, Honovuraste Duptey, Weavering, Boxley, Kent (who died Jan. 
27, 1860). King & Hughes, Solicitors, Maidstone. Sept. 27. 

Reynoips, THomas, Gent., Mortlake, Surrey (who died April 5, 1860). 
—— & Trollope, Solicitors, 31, Abingdon-street, Westminster. 

t. 9. 

StncLam, Wittiam, Livery Stable Keeper, Newcastle-upon-Tyne (who 
died July 13). Chater, Arnott, & Chater, Solicitors, Ni upon- 
Tyne. Feb. 1. 

Stuart, Georce, Esq., Barton-in-the-Clay, Bedfordshire (who died June 
1, 1860). Thomas & Moore, Solicitors, 7, South-square, Gray’s-inn, 
London. Oct. 31. 

Tissits, Ricuarp, Esq., Oundle, Northamptonshire (who died June 29, 
1860). Williams & James, Solicitors, 62, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London. 

Wrient, Witttam, Coach Maker, Bridge-road, Lambeth (who died March 
11, 1857). W. Wright, Gent., Bucklands, near Wallingford, Berks; or 
J. Wright, Gent., Witham, Essex. Nov. 2. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
TussvaY, Aug. 7, 1860. 

Brook, Tuomas, Grocer, Blackheath, Kent (who died on or about May 9, 
1859). Cross v. Brook, M.It. Nov. 3. 

Betuuns, ANNA, Spinster, Brookside, Crawley, Sussex (who died in or 
ou! May, 1860). Ewart and Others v. Munn and Others, M.R. 

‘ov 

Browne, Simeon, Gent., 180, High Holborn, Middlesex (who died in or 
about Feb, 1857). Newman v. Austen, M.R. Oct. 29. 

Bucktey, Arics, Widow, Woodhouse, Delph, Yorkshire (who died in or 
about July, 1859). Shaw ev. Buckley, M.R. Oct. 29. 

Dyer, Wittram, Farmer, Fairlinch, Braunton, Devonshire (who died in 
or about Dec. 1859). Dyer and Others v. Harris and Another, ¥.C. 
Stuart. Nov. 14. 

Hanson, Tuomas, Cabinet Maker, Swansea, Glamorganshire (who died on 
June 7, 1859). Hanson v. Bydder, V.C. Stuart. Nov. 15. 

Hopkins, Georor, Farmer, Chariton Kings, Cheltenham, Gloucestershire 
(who died on or about Oct. 1859). Rowland e. Hopkins, M.R. Nov. 2 
Jersey, Ricat Hon. Gsorez Avucustus Freperick, Eaat or, 
(who died on or about Oct. 24, 1859), Hall v. Countess of Jersey, V.C. 

Kindersley. Nov. 8. 

“Civinrty” Brig, sailed from Hartlepool on Nov. 22, 1859, bound to the 

port = Amsterdam. Lawson v. Foster and Others, V.C. Wood. 
ov. 7. 
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Coox, Wituiam, Gent., East Retford, Nottinghamshire (who died in or 
spent yh 1860). Mackinnon and Wife v. Cook and Another, M.R. 
ov. 1. 

Purturrs, Joun Apcock, Esg., Pres Radnorshire (who died in or 
about Dec. 1858). Wilde v. Evans and Others, V.C. Stuart. Nov. 2. 
Rosinson, Georce, Gent., Alford, Lincolnshire (who died in or about Nov. 

“1859). Crow v. Robinson and Others, M.R. Nov. 2. 


Frivay, Aug. 10, 1860. 


Bigpseve, JAMES, Teg, 4, Coburg-place, Paddington, Middlesex 
ee “<< in or. about Jan., 1839). Groom v. Birdseye, V.C. ‘Kindersley. 

ov. 10. } 

Anx, Widow, 4, Coburg-place, Paddington, Middlesex (who 
died in or about May, 1860). Groom v. Groom, V. C. Kindersley. 
Nov. 5, 

Burrows, Ricuarp, Farmer, Suffolk (who died in or about Nov., 1846). 
Burch v. Burrows, M.R. Nov. 9. 

Burret, SAmMvEL, Agent, Battersea, Surrey, and Paulton-square, Chelsea, 
Middlesex (who died in or about Dec., 1858). Burrell v. Burrell, M.R. 
Nov. 12. 

Coiston, Rev. Wittiam, Clerk, Broughton Hall, Oxfordshire (who died in 
or about peo 1844). Colston v. Pryor & others, V. C. Stuart. Nov. 23. 
Frrenetr, Ann, Widow, —- Hants (who died in or about June, 

1849). ‘ocuen v. Parsons, V. C, Kindersley. Nov. 13. 

Munsxip, Wii11AMm, Doncaster, Yorkshire (who died in or about Aug., 
1794). Jones v. Dale, Levers v. Dale, M.R. Nov. 7. 

Morris, Wit.1aM, Inckeeper, Hay, Brecon (who died in or about Feb., 
1846). Francis, Tasker, & Everard v. Morris & Dyke, V.C. Wood. 
Nov. 10. 

Patnrer, Epwanrp, Brewer, Maltster, & Dealer in Timber, Compton Abbas, 
Dorsetshire (who died on or about Feb. 24, 1857). Dore v. Painter & 
another, V. ©. Wood. Noy. 3. 

Porter, Jonx, Rope Manufacturer, Blue Anchor-road, Rotherhithe, 
Surrey (who died in or about March, 1860). Porter & others v. Porter 
& others, V. C. Stuart. Nov. 1. 

Reminecton, Wittiam, Gent., Portland-place, Middlesex Cae Seg te or 
about Dec., 1858). Huckle v. Remington & others, M.R. Nov 

Wanman, Wit1aM, sen., Cloth Manufacturer, Far Field House, pte 
Leeds (who died in or about Jan., 1858). Lupton v. Wood, M.R. 
Nov. 12. 

WETHERELL, THomas, Leather Merchant & Tanner, Lincoln (who died in 
or about June, 1860). Smith & others v. Wetherell, V.C. Wood. 
Nov. 20. 

Witurams, Groxcs, Oil & Colour Man, Broad-street, St. Thomas, Bir- 
“ghar (who died in or about May, 1855). Matthews v. Williams, 
M ov. 12. 


Assiguments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Tuespay, Aug. 7, 1860. 
Crospy, Harner, & WitttaM Ness, Grocers & Tea Dealers, Stockton, 
20. Trustees, W. Spavin, Tea Dealer, 25, Fenchurch- 
street, Middlesex; T. Close, Wholesale Grocer, Stockton, Durham; 
W. Benington, Wholesale Grocer, Stockton, Durham. Sols. Hay, Gray’s 
Ina, ; Beavan, 13, Gray’ 's Inn-square, Middlesex. 

Duxg, } esommradt Builder, Newark-upon-Trent, a, July 
17. Trustees, J. Bryson & R. Jameson, Timber Merchants, Kingston- 
upon-Hull, Yorkshire ; Ww. Auctioneer, Newark-upon-Trent, 
Nottinghamshire, Thorney, Attorney-at-Law, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Parne, Heygy, Draper, Angel-terrace, King-street, Hammersmith. July 

4 Trustee, J. Rotherham, Warehouseman, High-street, Shoreditch, 
Middlesex. Sol. Turner, 68, Aldermanbury, London, 

Revis, ConnFigLD Tuomas, Auctioneer & Upholsterer, Chester. July 19. 
Trustees, A. Lockwood and T. F. Farrimond, Timber Merchants, 
Egerton Saw Mills, Chester. Sol. Massey, White Friars, Chester. 

Whee, Joux, Boot & Shoe Maker & Dealer, Sunderland, Durham. July 

Il. Trustee, W. Greener, Gun Manufacturer, Birmingham. Sol. Barber, 


Birmingham. 
Fripay, August 10, 1860. 

Baker, Francis Joseru, Brewer, Old Radford, Nottinghamshire. Aug. 
1. Trustees, J. Thorpe, Corn Factor, & R. Eaton, Bank Manager, Not- 
tingham. Sol. Hunt, Gent., Nottingham. 

Hinpiey, Rosert, Brewer; Liverpool. July 21. 
Merchant, Liverpool. Sol. Fletcher, Liverpool. 

—- Groaog, Marble Mason, & Plasterer, York. Aug.2. Trustees, 
s aay Wood, Timber Merchant, & J. Drysdale, Gent., York. Sol. Clark, 

or 

Kine, CHaRLes im Tailor & Hatter, 4, Pier-terrace. Ryde, Isle of 
Wight. July | Trustees, S. G. Holland, Woollen Warehouseman, 
10, Old Bond- Raa, A “4 Coleman, Woollen Warehouseman, 35, Golden- 
square. Middlesex. 4. Reed, 3, Gresham-street, London. 

MARKEWELL, Jony, el Dealer, Market Deeping, Lincoln, July 14. 
Teane. Ww. Holiand, Distiller, & J. T. Marston, Common Brewer, Mar- 
ket Deeping. Sol. Thompson , Stamford, Lincoin. 

Surra, James, Cordwainer, Chippenham, Wilts. July 18. Trustees, J. 
Merchant, & Shoe Maker, Chippenham, J. Smith, Devizes, & H. 
Smith, atta Chippenham, Wilts, Sol. Awdry, Chippenham. 

Teste, Davin, Straw Plait Dealer, Hough ‘on Regis, and Lvton, Bedford. 
Aug.1. Trustees, right, Straw Plait Merchant, Hemel Hemp- 


Trustee, T. Rees, Corn 


ug. J. Wri 
stead, E. Arnold, Straw Pisit Dealer, Elamstead, Herts, Francis Bassett, 


Banker, Leighton. Buzzard, Bedford. 
street, Fenchurch-strect, London. 


Baunkrupis. 
TvugspaY, Aug 7, 1860. 
Ava, Jostan, Grocer, Hanley, Staffordshire. Com. Genter : A MG 
mpi 7, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. la, Hodg 


ps ye Birmingham ; or Evans, Son, & Sandys, Birminghats. 
) ‘ 


Sol. Steuning, 16, London- 





Berson, Henry, Builder, Bushey Heath, Hertfordshire. Com. Fane; 
Aug. 18, at 12.30; and Sept. 21, at 11.30; ll-street. Off. Ass, 
Cannan. Sols. Pocock & Poole, 58, Bartholomew-close, London. Pet, 
Aug. 7. 

Busy, Epmunp Joun, jun., Stationer, 40, Ship-street, ee 
Com. Fane: Aug. 15, at 12; and — 21, at ll; 

Of’. Ass. Cannan. Sols. Linklaters & Hackwood, "y Walbrook cE. 
Lamb, Brighton. Pet. Aug. 3. osaate 

Crockrorp, Freperick, Eating House Keeper, 53, St. James~ 
Middlesex. Com. Fane: Aug. 17, at 11.30; Sept. 21, at 1; 
singhall-street. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Hodgson, 3, Vi 
buildings, Gray’s-inn. Pet. Aug. 6, 

GANDELL, Epwarp, & Joun Topp, Merchants, Greenwich-street, Upper 
Thames-street, and Sise-lane, London. Com. Fane: Aug. 15, at 12.30; 
and Sept. 21, . 12; bay west -street. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sols. i 
ten, Thomas, & Hollams, mercial Sale Rooms, Mincing-lane. 

July 27. 

Hart, Joun, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, 8, Crown-street, Finsbury. Com, 
Fane: Aug. 18, at 11.30; and Sept. 21, at 2; Basinghall-street. Of 

Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Nicholson, 48, Lime-street. Pet. Aug. 6. 

Howes, JaMEs VincENT, Leather Seller, 31, Chiswell-street, M 
Com. Fane: Aug. 18, at 12; and Sept. 2\, at 1.30; Basinghall- 

Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Wood, 4, Coleman-street- -buildings, Cole 
man-street. Pet, Aug, 2. 


NEAL, JoHN EBENEZER, Glove Manufacturer, & Soda Water Manufacturer, 
Leicester, Leicestershire. Com. Sanders: Aug. 23, and Sept. 20, at il; 
Nottingham. Off. Ass. Harris. Sol. Haxby, Leicester. Pet. Aug. % 

Pup, LEoNaRD JoserH, Butcher & Meat Seller, Southside-street, Ply, 
mouth, Devonshire. Com. Andrews: Aug. 20, and Sept. 17, at 12.30; 
Plymouth. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. Edmords & Sons, Plymouth, 
Pet. July 26. 

Price, Jonny, Draper, General-shop Keeper, & Manager of a Ship, Aber 
tillery, Aberystruth, Monmouthshire. Com. Hill: Aug. 20, and Sept. 
18, at 11; Bristol. Oe Ass, Miller. Sols. Abbott, Lucas, & Leonard, 
Bristol. Pet. Aug. 4. 

RAwWLE, Georce, Tanner, Porlock, Somersetshire. Com. Andrews: Aug; 
22, and Sept. 12,at 1; Exeter. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. Nalder, Bris- 
tol; or Fryer, Exeter. Jet. Aug. 4 

Srevens, Jonn Lee, Dealer in Iron, 1, Fish-strect-hiil, London. Com, 
Goulburn: Ang. 20, at 1.30; and Sept. 24, at 1; Basinghall street. 
Off. Ass. Pennell. Sols. Wilkinson, Stevens, & Wilkinson, 4, Nicholas- 
lane, City. Pet. July 30. 


Fripay, Aug 10, 1860. 


Apams, JosEru, Grocer, Hanley, Staffordshire. Com. Sanders: Aug. 16, 
and Sept. 7, at tl; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. 
& Allen, Birmingham, or Evans, Son, & Sandys, Liverpool (and not 
Birmingham, as previously advertised). et. July 20. 

BENJAMIN, NatHAN, & Eow1n Dirpie, Gas Fitters, Dealers & Cha) a 
19, New Cut, Lambeth, Surrey. Com. Fane: Aug. 22, and Sept. 
at 12; Basinghall- street. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Mali, lh, Gia. 
inn-square, or Harrison & Wood, Birmingham. Pet, Aug. 2. 


CnapMAN, JAMEs Denny, Warehouseman, & Linen Draper, 52, Alderman: 
bury, London, and 141, and 142, Whitechapel, High-street, Middlesex. 
Com. Fane: Aug. 24, at 11.30; and Sept. 28, at 2; Basinghall-street. 
Off. Ass. W hitmore. Sols. Depree Austen, 23, Lawrence-lane, 
Cheapside. Pet. July 25. 

Durrant, Ropert, & Ggorce Brock, Tallow Chandlers, & Soap 
Manufacturers, Saint Michael at Coslany, Norwich. Com. Fane: Aug. 22, 
and Sept. 28, at 11; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Cannan. Sols. 
ge. 15, Old "Jewry- chambers, Old Jewry, or Sadd, Norwich. 
et, Aug. 1. 


Foor, Henry, Silk Manufacturer, Dealer & Chapman, Fort-street, 
Spitalfields, Middlesex, a nd Sudbury, Suffolk. Com. Goulburn: Aug. 23, 
at 12; and Sept. 24, at 1.30; Basinghall-street. O/. Ass. Pennell. 
Sols. Peek & Downing, 10, Basinghall- street, City. Pet. June 27 


Hottoway, Franx, Engineer and Machinist, 72, Paul-street, Finsbury, 
Middlesex. Com. Fane: Aug. 22, and Sept. 28, at 11; Basin; 
street. Off. Ass Cannan. Sol. Chidley, 10, Basinghall-street. 


Aug. 7. 


JEFFRIES, WILLIAM, Ironmaster, Harts-hill, Dudley, Worcestershire, 
Com. Sanders: Aug. 20, and Sept. 10; Birmingham, A 
Kinnear. Sols. Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham. et. July 31. 

Lewis, Lazarus, Trimming Seller, Tailor, and Draper, 36, Nowe 
and 14, Hutchison-street, Gravel-lané, Houndsditch, London. 

Fane: Aug. 24, and Sept. 22, at 11; Basinghall-street. Of. by 
Cannan. Sal. Sydney, 33, Jewry-street, Aldgate. Pet. Aug. 

Maurice, Samvet SoLtomon, Merchant, Great St. Helen's, Bish 
street, London (Georges de Mets & Co.) Com. Holroyd: Aug. 21, at I, 
and Sept. 25, at 11.30; Basinghall-street. i, Ass. Edwards, Sol. 
Spyer, 30, Broad-street, London. Pet. Aug. 7 

Mitter, Rowert, Letter for Hire of Agtiguieerai Machines, Winterborne 
Kingston, Dorsetshire. Com. Andrews: Aug. 22, and Sept. By, at 1; 
Exeter. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sol. Lock, Dorchester. Pet. 

Oxtyer, Ropert, Manufacturing Jeweller, 4, Wilmington-street, ts | ox 
ton-square, Clerkeuwell, Middlesex. Com. Fane: Ang. 24, and Sept. 
28, at 1.30; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols, Flux 
Argles, 68, Cheapside. Pet. Aug. 8. 

Pirener, James, Leather Seller, Hampstead-road, Middlesex. Com. Fane: 
Aug. 22, and Sept. 28, at 12.30; Basinghall-street. Og’. Ass. Cannan. 
Sols. J. and W butler, 191, Tooley-street, Southwark. Pet. Aug. 8. 

Paice, Joun, Draper, General-shop Keeper, and Manager of a Shop, 
Aberystruth, Monmouthshire, Com. Hill: Aug. 20, and Sept. 18, at 
11; Bristol. Og. Ass. Miller. Sols. Abbott, Lucas, & Leonard, Bristol. 
Pet. Aug. 4 

Kzeves, Georce, Jun., Riding Master, Livery Stable Keeper, and Horse 
Dealer, Cheltenham, Gloucestershire. Com. Hill: Aug. 22, and Sept. 
19, at 11; Bristol. Of. Ass. Acraman. Sol. Williams, Cheltenham, 


Pet. Aug. 6. 
RIcHaRps, Wis, Builder, 4, Upper North-place, Gray’s-inn-road, 
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‘mules. com Fano: Aug. 22, at 2; and Sept, 22, at 11.30 ; Basi 

me. Fane; Aug. 3a a ng- 

hh O8 Ass, Cannan, "Sols. jarTanoh Plews, & Boyer, 14, 
chambers, Old Jewry. Pet, Aug. 10 

swam, on Westex, India Rubber Sapetenneen, Manchester. Com. 
Aug. 21, and Sept. 20, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Herna- 

man. Sols. Hewitt & Needham, Manchester. Pet. a 6. 


Gapecy, Wie RY, & ary Big?, Hotel re igiaOf 
rganshire. 
i-« ap ha nly Enagr, Seni, 4 Bett, epee 
waauen nee Broker & Commission Agent, 155, Fen- 
isms treat (Ward, Haretes, & Co.) Com, Fane: Aug. 22, at 1.30. & 
ere at 1h; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. J. & C. 
whe, 86: Essex -street, Strand. Pet. August 2 
Mi aicig MOTH Bax ess, Mentle Man rer and Importer, 162, Re; 
“et ilesex. Com. Fane: Aug. 22 & Sept. 28, at 1; Daioghal: 
Ass. Cannan, Sol, Sampson, Samuel, & Emmanue 
ee, of streeet. Pet. Ang. 1. 
Axping, Blacksmith & Shoeing-smith, Nottingham. (om, 
eee S 21 & Sep a # ih Nottingham, Of, Ass. Harris, 


bea ~ atthe an, 1 street. Com. Fane: —. 24, at 
and Sept. 21, at 12.30: Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Whitmore. 
j Lloyd, 26, Millc- ~street. Pet. Aug. 4. 


MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 


Turspay, Aug. 7, 1860. 


LIAM, Builder, Prospect House, Charies-street, St. James’- 

, Holloway, Middlesex, Aug. 17, at 11.30; Basinghail-street.— 

, ALERED Baapigy, Wine Merchant, 14, ey 
rand. Aug. ii. at 121, Basinghall-street. —Baoox, W 


iy adj. fr RAKE, GEORGR, 

} in Watchey + Clocks, iy, remot street, Caden tow, Mid- 
ax, A . 17, af 11; Basinghall-street.—Monk, Wittiam, Manu- 

er. . Aug. a at at ‘2; Manchester.—MUELMAN, 
Ri aaa, & Henny Nayres, Merchants, W: arnford-court, Throgmorton- 
London. Aug. 29, at 1; Rasinghall-street.—Procror, RomeRy, 
ker & Corn Merchant, Liverpool. Aug. 30, at 11; rege, 
LLLAMSON, Peter, jun., Grocer, Salford, Laneashire. Aug, at 

B; anchester. 
Frupay, Aug. 10, 1860. 


. Joun, & GEORGE BaBron, Copper pony aeeicinnets Brough- 
5h alg Lancashire, (John Barton ) Aug. 21, at 12; 
ester, HUNTER, Wutiam, Ship. Joiner & ete $0, Three 
Colt-street, Limehouse, Middlesex. Aug. 20, at 11.30 ; hall-street, 


CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting 
TuEspay, Aug. 7, 1860. 


YS gga 3 meee Surgeon & Apothecary, Wolverhampton, 
e. 13, at 1k; Birmingham.—Enetanp, CuaRies, 
t Dresser, me ee By Ang. 20, a 12; Kingston- 
-Hull.—Feroussox, James Wisttam, Bookseller & Publisher, tt, 
ter-row, and New-court, Middle Temple. Aug. 29, at 12; 
-street.—FuLForp, Joseru, Brewer, Manchester. Sep, 3, at 
12; Birmingham.—Guisey, ADAM, Factor, Live 1. Aug. 29, atl; 
rerpool. —Ho_Layp, Josern, & Samurt Henay Hoinann, Printers & 
foger Dealers, Birmingham. Sep. 13, at 11; Birmingham.—Houns- 
WititaMm, Merchant & Commission Agent, Manchester. Aug, 
80, at 12; sg —Pacet, Jonn, Licensed Victualler, Brierly: “hil, 
Staffordshire. . 13, ab WM; Birmingham. —Porteous, WILLIAM, 
Linen Draper & tter, 5, Bond-street, Brighton. Aug. 30, at 12; 
hall-street. — Seaton, Gporce, Currier, Kingston-upon- -Hull 
Seaton & Son). Aug. 29, at 12; Kingston-upon-Hull.— 
SUTTON, AMBROSE, Miller, St. Helen’s, Lancashire. Aug. 30, at 1); 
iyerpool.—Veryon, Tuomas Witktam, Coal & Iron Master, Bilston, 
and ge Worcestershire. Sep. 13, - bb; 


Bal, ily “sc i 
u me So ‘Auge 30, at Lt; Liverpool.—WiLt1aMaon, 
aK Grocer, Salford, Lancashire. Sep. 3,at 12; Manchester. 


Fray, Aug. 10, 1860, 


Stwons, NATHANIEL, ronfounder, St. Pancras Iron-foundry, Cambridge- 
street, St. Pancras, Middlesex. ‘noe 3, at 12.30; Basinghall-street. 


To be DELIVERED, unless ApPralL be duly entered, 


Torspay, Aug, 7, 1860, 

Etats, Joux, Stone Mason, East Butterwick, Lincolnshire. Aug. 2t, 3rd 
class,—Hounrer, Wittiam, Ship Joiner & Carpenter, 80, Three Golt- 

Bia ouse. July 30; 2nd wine Mon — JERVIS, GEORGE, 

Liam Henry Brapsory, China ce Maaniaciore ts. Langit. 
Aug. 2, Ist class, --Jonzs CARLES, 0e Make hy, 

wt ‘Manchester, and, 5, ea No ag ‘Allcincham’'G 

aig. 3rd class.—Spencen, Timoray, Tailor, 4, Artillery-pl iced 
Kent. July 30, Ist class.—TooraL, Frepgrick Henry, Wine & 
aes — ‘Cariton-buildings, Cooper-street, Manchester. Aug, 3, 


Pripay, Aug. 10, 1860, 


Coox, Louis, Boot, & Shoe Manufacturer, 42, Great Cambridge-street, 

ney-road, Middlesex. Aug. 3, 3rd class,—Hanvex, Henax, Lamp 
delier Maniaanyrer, 39, Hatton- n- ganas, olborn, Middlesex. 

ner, "Ambler Rhora, 


; i Ist Nos b Kanenaw Je “eee : 
rchant, Leeds and Oulton, e' 6, ardeinss, 





Scotch Sequestratious. 
TyEsnay, Aug. 7, 1860. 

Smits, Mancotm Henry, Ship & Insurance Agent, — Aug. 13, at 
12; Globe Hotel, George- square, Glasgow, Seg. A’ 

ber eg oom Quen nam Accountant & Sure mane seodiogs 

ug ai 3 Glasgow 8 Exchange, National Bank- b 

Glasgow. Seq. Aug. 3. 

— ew ey Cabinet ool & Tiatet, late rk-styeet, 

nburgh, now Canni: ace, bye A Il 

Buchaneats Tem emperince Och Hoan, tigbciechty i hag ta 

Gumax, WILLIAM SUCKLING, Merchant, Mad: Glasgow, Leith- 
street, Edinbargh, and Pearl-street, London, residing in Glasgow. Piss 
14, at 12; Faculty Hall, St. George’s-place, Glasgow, 

ANgapat™, ‘Taupe, Draper, George streak, Aberdeen. ie we at i; 
Lemon Tree Tavern, Aberdeen. Seq, Aug. 3, 


Frpax, Aug. 10, 1860, 

ALuan, Joun, Grocer & Spirit Dealer, iy ar na Ang. 15, at 12; Ait- 
ken’s Royal Hotel, Dunfermline. Seg. Aug. 4 

Breckennivcr, Daymm, House Factor, 39, Robertson-street, Glasgow, pre- 
sently a prisoner in the Prison of diaager. Pa 14, at 12; Clarence 
Hotel, George-square, Glasgow. Seg. A 

Brown, Georce, Draper, Broad-street, Fan tual Aug, 20, at12; Lemon: 
Tree Hotel, Aberdeen. Seg, Aug, 6, 

MircHELs, GeorcE ALEXANDER, Ironmonger, Gasgow. Aug, ¥7, at 12; 
Globe ‘Globe Hotel, George-square, Glasgow. Seq. Aug. 8. 

Srewart, Witutam, Farmer, Corshalloch, —— Abetgi, Aug, 17, 
at 2; Court-house, Aberdeen. Seq. Aug 


Urnguuart, Witii4m, Grocer & Wine & st "as Dingwall. Ai 
20, at 12 ; Caledonian Hotel, Dingwall. & a 


To Landowners, the Pm s Solicitors, Estate Agente, 
Surveyors, &. 


fy LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY is 

incorporated by special Act of Parliament for England, Wales, and 

pan Under the Company's Acts, tenants for life, trustees, mort- 
‘agees in possession, ineumbents of livings, bodies corporate, 

Hee. other landowners, are empawered to charge the wig eg sl with the 

cost of improvements, whether the money be borrowed from the Company, 

or hg il by the landowner out of his own funds. 


he Company advance money, unlimited im amount, for works of land 
aan the loans and oro ge ers ee liquidated by arent- 
tharge fer a specified term of 
No inves sss dr guarnicaaniiaitd the Company, being of a strictly 
coteguced feaoaen do not interfere with the plans and execution of the 
works, which are controlled only by the Enclosure Commissioners. 


The Serene authorised comprise drainage, irrigation, 
embanking, enclosing, clearing, 
proving farm-houses, and buildings for farm 
steam-engines, water- wheels, tanks, pipes, &c. 

Owners in fee may effect improvements on their estates without pee gat 
the expense and personal responsibilities incident to with- 
out regard to the amount of existing incumbrances. Sea eee 
apply jointly forthe execution of improvements mutually nH te such 
as @ common outfall, roads through the district, water-power, 

For further information, and for forms of application, wor to the 
Hos. WiLLiam Napier, Managing Director, 2, Old Palace-yard, West- 
minster. 


CROWN LANDS, HORNCASTLE, LINCOLNSHIRE. 


The Langton Estate, a detached property, comprising about 597 acres, 
together with the Manor of Langton Juxta Horncastle, the property of 
her Majesty. Possession on the 10th of October next. 


ESSRS. DRIVER have been honoured with 
3 directions from La Hon. Charles Gore, the Commissioner of her 
Majesty's Woods, Forests, &c., in charge of her Majesty's land revenues in 
England, and under the authority of the Lords Commissioners of her Pe 
jesty’s Treasury, to offer for SALE by AUCTION, at the py Ro Rag 
the. town of HORNCASTLE, on SAPURDAY, the 25th of A at 
ONE for TWO o’Clock precisely, in Twenty-one Lots, certain ck Ned 
FREEHOLD DEPA PROPERTIES, to her Majesty the 
Queen, the greater portion land-tax redeemed tre, known a Be 
Estate, together with the Manor of ge np orgcentise 
comprising the be gr 9 ey ll and TP baidieas hokey 


cottages, and about 597 acres dons Ma ae sound: bee Soe 
meadow, and pasture pried eh 


tion and building purposes, the being. cbly situate hs and near 

the important market town of avo the vill 1374 Genet et 
as Langton, Wood Hall, Kirkstead, and Fen, in 

Wood Hall Spa, Horncastle and Kirkstead Sta: = ee pares 
oft Horneastle, Langton-juxta-Horncastle, Wood and 

while in tho ceumpanion «9 @ lessee or under-tenant, whose toma aat on eX» 

pire on the 10th of October next, when possession may be had of the re- 

spective lots. 


iesemuat will be divided into suitable lots, some being desirable far 
purchasers. requiring small investments. 


particulars, with plans, may be h Sok WATSON 
* 1, Whitehall 3 of WORAG WATSON 
; of JOHN CLUTTON, Esq.. 9, Whitehall- place ; te 
Manor: Farm-house, ‘Langton, qe od 
of respective gn 
London ; and of Messrs. DRIVER, Surveyors, M4 
Agents, and Auctioneers, 5, Whitehall, London, S.W. 
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SUFFOLK. 
The Brettenham Park Manorial Estate, comprising a most perfect Family 
Residence, with handsome elevation, recently put into thorough substan- 
tial repair, ready for the reception of a family of rank and fortune, ad- 


mirably placed, in the centre of a finely-timbered park, which opens on 
a highly ornamental lake, backed by luxuriant woodlands, and commands 
extensive and varied views over the surrounding country. The domain 
comprises also several well-tenanted Farms, and contains altogether 
about 1,740 acres iby Sheen land, lying in a ring fence. It is cele- 
brated for its sporting character, and the income, on a low estimate, 
realizes £2,500 per annum. 


ESSRS. BEADEL and SONS are instructed to 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Bartholomew-lane, London, 
on TUESDAY, OCTOBER 2, 1860, at TWELVE for ONE, in one Lot (unless 
previously disposed “of by private contract), this important and highly de- 
sirable ESTATE, which is almost entirely freehold, and situate 10 miles 
from Bury St. "Edmund’s, 1l from Sudbury, 15. from Ipswich, 7 from 
Hadleigh and Stowmarket, at each of which places is a railway station. 
The mansion, some time the residence of Joseph Bonaparte, is ta 
by an avenue of fine oaks, and contains a noble entrance-hall, suite of lofty 
and handsome reception-rooms, and numerous light and airy bed-rooms. 
The domestic offices and out-buildings are extremely well arranged, and 
adapted to the house and grounds. The pleasure grounds and gardens 
immediately surround the house, and are of a highly ornamental but 
inexpensive character. The park, woodlands, and plantations afford ex- 
cellent cover for game, and the lake abounds with fish. There are ll 
farms of capital land, with suitable houses and buildings, allin good repair, 
and let to a highly respectable tenantry. 

Particulars, with plans and conditions of sale, will shortly be ready, and 
may be obtained of R. H. BURNE, Esq., 1, Carey-street. Lincoln’s-inn ; of 
Mr. ROBERT RODWELL, land agent, Bury St. Edmunds; at the Mart; 
os of sESERS. BEADEL & SONS, 25, Gresham-street, London, and 

» Essex. 


Caterham, on the high road to —-* and near Croydon, in the county 
Surre 


y- 

ESSRS. N ORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST 
have received ins tructions to par for SALE, at the MART, on 
FRIDAY, AUGUST 17, at TWELVE Lots, a PORTION of ‘the 
CATERHAM ESTATE, most st beautiful aenmrns in the highly favoured 
county of Surrey, about six fran Cropton, four from Merstham, five 
from Redhill, sixteen from testers and bounded for a considerable dis- 

tance by the’ high road from Godstone. This ble property 
of upwards of 400 acres, the whole freehold, and part tpni tox redeemed. 
The soil is principally 5 a substratum ot chalk, gravel, and sand, and 
there are building sites in almost every variety, giving facilities to those 
who may wish for moderate or more extended occupations. No situation 
offers greater advantages for residence to persons whose daily avocations 
are in London ; it is reached from London-bridge or Pimlico in less than 








———s 
Valuable and highly important Freehold Estate, situate at Lower 
Middlesex, comprising two elegant and substantial Mansions, in | 
midst of about 25 acres of beautifully timbered park and ‘ands, 
for merchants, bankers, or others wishing to reside within an easy djs. 
tance of all parts of the metropolis, having also the advantage of, 
first-rate building speculation. 


bigeye NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIS? 
have received instructions from the executors to offer for SALE, 
at the MART, on FRIDAY, AUGUST 24, at TWELVE, in one Lot (es 
~ reviously disposed of by private contract), a very valuable FREE 

STATE, delightfully situate, close to Hackney church at Lower Clapton, 
Middlesex, only a short walk from the station on the North — 
Railway, and within three miles of the City; consisting of an elegant ani 
substantial mansion, known as the Hall, for many years in the occupation 
of thelate owner, John S. Berger, EM net by a lodge entrange 
and carriage drive from the high London-road, and containing every ac- 
commodation for a large establishment, with productive stabling, 
coach-houses, and other outbuildings. It is placed upon beautiful lawns 
and pleasure grounds, well laid out and filled with choice shrubs anj 
evergreens, and park-like meadows ornamented with some remarkably 
fine timber, with dry walks and drives extending round, and forming alto. 
gether a perfectly secluded park. Also another capital and very orm. 
mental residence, called the Priory, with delightful — gardens, 
stabling, and offices, approached from the eastern by a lodg 
entrance, commanding an extensive view, and containing sufficien 
accommodation for a family ; a valuable corner plot of 
land, having a considerable frontage to the high road, 
adapted for the erection of villas, the whole containing 
25 acres. This very important estate, although most 
for the occupation of merchants, bankers, or any 
wishing to secure family mansions, combining all the 
of the country, with the advantage of being within twenty 
ride of the city, has what may be considered even a e 
value, from its facilities for an extensive building speculation, being cloe 
to the church, a short distance from the station, and with juent ani 
convenient access to all parts of the metropolis. By a judicious arrange. 
ment of the land into plots, and the formation of good roads, which 
be constructed at eomparatively small cost, there being a large 
of gravel on the estate), many thousand feet of available building 
will be secured for the erection of detached and semi-detached 
now so much in request in the neighbourhood, preserving some of the 
beautiful timber and park-like character of the property; ora = 
tended and profitable scheme might be adopted by laying out the land 
the erection of smaller houses. The soil is principally gravel, the water 
pure and abundant, and the situation extremely healthy. 

Particulars, with Sw may be had shortly of Messrs. WILDE, 
HUMPHRY, & WILDE, Solicitors, 21, College-hiil; at the Mart: andof 
Messrs. NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST, 62, Old Broad-street, Royal Ex. 








an hour, and yet it is as much a, country village as if it were a hund 
miles away, it is noted for healthiness, the scenery of the hills and valleys 
is of singular beauty; building materials, such as stone, bricks, lime, 
gravel, and sand, are on the spot; and the Caterham Waterworks, lately 
erected on the high ground to the south of the village, ensure a constant 
supply of the best water. The Caterham Railway, which has two stations 
on the property, is a branch of the South-Eastern Railway, branching off 
the main line at Caterham Junction, three miles south of Croydon, it is 
also in connection with the Brighton, Crystal Palace, and Pimlico Rail- 
ways, with the Charing-cross Railway (when complete), and if, as is pro- 
bable, the present line, now ending at the Caterham Station, be shortly 
continued through to the Godstone Station, a direct communication will 
be opened with the Kent and Sussex Railway. It is proposed to offer the 
property as follows, viz. :— 

Lots | and 2. Four enclosures of valuable Building Land, having front- 
ages of upwards of 2,300 feet to the high road, and containing 14a. Ir. 16p. 

Lots 3, 4, and 5. Three Enclosures, having frontages of upwards of 2,400 
feet to the ‘high road, and containing 32a. 3r. 31p. 

Lots 6 to 16 will comprise some beautiful sites for the erection of villa 
residences, having extensive frontages to good roads, an intended new road 
situate close to the Warlingham Station, having from five to eight acres 
in each plot. 

Lot 17. A plot having a yy to the New-road, adjoining the estate 
of T. Keene, Esq., containing 5a. 

Lot 18. A plot ‘known as West Wood, bounded by the estates of Messrs. 
Keen yy og i having a considerable frontage to the New-road, and con- 
taining 

Lot 19. the Grove Field, having a frontage to Salmon’s-lane, and con- 
taining 21a. Ir. 35p. 

Lots 20 and 21. Two plots, having extensive frontages to three roads, 
~ opposite the estate of C. Dingwall, Esq., and containing 18a, 

r. 19p. 

yt ~ Two valuable plots, having frontages to two roads, containing 
8a. Or. 6p. 

Lots 23 and 24, Two plots, near to the recreation-ground, having con- 
siderable frontages to two good roads, and containing about 14a. Or. 35p. 

Lot 25. A valuable property known as Ninham’s House, with several 
enclosures of meadow and arable land, the whole containing 44a. 2r. 7p., 
and forming a very snug little pleasure’ farm. 

Lot 26. An enclosure of Pasture Land and Plantation, near to the Cater- 
ham Hotel, having a considerable frontage to the high road, and contain- 
ing 22a. 3r. 9p. 

Lot 27. The Rose and Crown Public-house, at Riddlesdown, on the high 
road from Croydon to Godstone 

Lot 28. A valeuhie small Farm, close to the Warlingham Station, with 
farm cottage, farm ee and several enclosures of arable land, the 
whole containing 46a, 2r. 28p. 

Lots 29 and 30. Two plots adjoining the railway, close to the Caterham 
and Warlingham Stations, containing about 60 acres. 

May be viewed, and particulars had of Mr. GREGORY, the Bailiff, at 
Essendine, who will show the lots; at the Railway Hotel, ‘Caterham ; *the 

d Fy the Greyhound, Croydon ; White Hart, 
Reigate ; White Hart, ; Ward Arms, Westerham ; G. H. DREW, 
Esq., Solicitor, 151, Bermondsey-street , 


dg et JANSO. 
PEARSON, Solici tors, Basinghall-street : 
tect, Cavendish-square ; R. W. DREW. W, Esq., A Architect, 9, Pall- ~— east; 
at the Mart; and of Messrs. NORTON, HOGGART, and TRIST, 62, Old 
Broad-strect, Royal Exchange. 





BISHOPSGATE-STREET WITHOUT and WEST-HAM, ESSEX. 


Valuable ae extensive Freehold Property and Ground-rents, producing 
04 per annum, and presenting eligible Investments. 


ESSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST 

have received instructions from the Executors to offer for SALE, at 
the MART, opposite the Bank of England, on WEDNESDAY, AUGUST li, 
. TWELVE — in Four Lots, the following valuable FREEHOLD 


Lot 1. The extensive Premises in Angel-place, Skinner-street, 
part of a timber-yard, in the occupation of Messrs. Sykes, oer & he 
entrance from Angel-place, to which it has a fron 90 feet or 
threabouts, with another frontage of about 119 feet, let on he to Mr. 
William Sykes for a term whereof about twenty-eight years are now u- 
expired, but determinable by lessee in 1869, at a rent of £130 per annum, 


Lot 2. The Bishopsgate Brass Foundry, situate close to Lot 1, with 
dwelling-house adjoining, in the per 9 of Mr. Osborn, let on lease to 
Mr. Betteley, for a term of 61 years from Lady-day, 1845, determinable by 
lessee In 1867, at a rent of £60 per annum. 


Lot 3. A Freehold Ground-rent of £6 per annum, with reversion in 18 
years, secured upon the Wesleyan Chapel, near to Clarke’s-buildings, in 
Change-alley, the lease of which will expire at Christmas, 1878; aCottage, 
let to a weekly tenant, and building land adfoining, having a "frontage to 
Angels-alley of 103 feet, in hand. 

Lot4. A Freehold Ground-rent of £8 per annum, well 
arising out of a Baptist Chapel and piece of ground adjoining, a 
altogether an area of nearly 3,000 square feet, situate in West Ham-lane, 
—s' a Ham to Stratford, Essex, let on lease for 99 years from 

as 


Particulrs may be had of Mr. CLARKE and Messrs. HARRIS & MEE, 


Solicitors. Bishopsgate-churchyard ; at the Mart; and of Messrs, NORTON, 
HOGGART, & TRIST, 62, Old Broad-street, Royal Exchange. 





KENNINGTON, SURREY. 


Valuable Copyhold Ground Rents, amounting together to £60 per annum, 
arising out of an extensive property, with early reversion to rentals 
amounting to about £1,500 per annum, and presenting most eligible in- 
vestments. 


means. NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST 
ve received instructions to offer for SALE, at the MART, on 
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 15, at TWELVE, in Six Lots, val able COPY- 
HOLD GROUND RENTS, amounting together to £60 per annum, amply 
secured and arising out of an extensive property; comprising u of 
100 houses, cottages, stabling, and other premises, situate in Vauxhall- 
street, Clarence-place, New-street, Cottage-place, Norfolk-street, - 
Norfolk-place, Kennington, Surrey, with reversion, on the expiration of 
the lease in 1887, to the rack rentals, amounting together to about £1,500 
per annum, and presenting first-class investments for small capitalists. 


The property may be viewed, and perenne had at the Horns, Ken- 
; of Messrs. J. and J. W. SEWELL, Solicitors, G nee 
old Old Broad-street; of Messrs. SHAEN & GRANT, Solicitors, Ken d 
at the Mart; and of Messrs. NORTON, HOGGART, & ’ 
Old E Broad-street, Royal Exchange. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


‘The attention of the Home Secretary has been called 
inthe House of Commons to the disgraceful state of 
the assize courts at Guildford. Sir G. C. Lewis ex- 
ae that he had no authority to interfere, and could 

no more than represent the state of matters to the 
county magistrates: These authorities must have been 
well aware of the grievance ages ago ; but they continue 
todisregard the complaints of those for whose wants 
and convenience the courts were exclusively provided ; 
7 enjoy a freedom from responsibility which is 


to no other public officers. The High Sheriff | P 


of Surrey, indeed, with respect to these courts, plainly 
aserts an authority superior to that of Her Majesty's 
j When the grand-jurymen of the county were 
attracted to the assizes in unusual numbers, not in mere 
obedience to their summonses, but with the avowed ob- 
jectof doing honour to that gentleman, he claimed the 
weof the court for the purpose of returning his thanks, 
tothe interruption of the business of the public, and in 
defiance of the Judge, who had declined, on behalf of 
her Majesty, to feel or express any unusual gratitude 
for attendance. And, now, with respect to the 
maintenance of order in the court, and admission of the 

ic, he claims to disobey the positive commands of the 
judge; and to control his discretion, a claim in which in 
sletter to the Times he still maintains his unabated 
confidence, notwithstanding the solemn adjudication and 
severe sentence of the Chief Justice. 

We are willing to believe that in a properly con- 
structed court such unseemly collisions between the 
mithority of the Crown and what may be called the 
tounty authorities would be avoided. Guildford the 
+ old il of the court, the space more peculiarly 

to the public, is open to the market and the 

street. There is no enclosure to separate the public 
ing the court from those engaged in traffic or 
marketing ; and these varied occupations are conducted 
mone spot amidst general confusion. The conduct of 
public business has to be bag onaar by more than usually 
the commands of the court 

have to supply the place of material barriers, equally to 
the annoyance of the judge and of the public, who agree 

ily in laying the blame on the county. A general ill- 

ling is thus engendered between all parties, which 
wil infallibly be renewed at every assize until the 
pepe has provided suitable courts for the administration 

justice. 


We a to the above observations a passage from 

loner which has been sabes out in 

letter to the Times, on the same subject, by a 

t signing himself “‘ A Templar,” as offering 

8 very remarkable coincidence with the events we 

have just alluded to. John Evelyn, the lineal 

— of the present High Sheriff of Surrey, relates 
&% lollows :— 


“My father was appointed Sheriff for Surrey. He had 116 
fervants in liverys; every one liveryd in greene sattin 
divers gentlemen and persons of quality waited on 
him in. the same garb and habit, which at that time, when 
thirty or forty was the usual retinue of the High Sheriff, was 

a great matter. Nor was this out of the least vanity 
my father exceeded, but because he could not refuse the 
ty of his friends and relations, who voluntarily came 

Memselves or sent their servants. But my father was most 


' No, 190. 





unjustly and spitefully molested by that jecring judge 
Richardson. . . . . But out of this he emerged with as 
much honour as trouble.” (Evelyn’s Memoirs, 8yoi “ed., 
vol. 1, p. 9.) 


If we could only ascertain that the scene of the 
alleged unjust and spiteful molestations of Judge 
Richardson was the identical court at Guildford, we 
could at once see a sufficient source and origin of an 
sper of differences between him and the High 
eriff. 


Mr. Denman’s measure for the assimilation of the 
procedure on criminal trials, with respect to speeches of 
counsel, to the recently reformed procedure on trials in 
civil cases, which has been found to work so successfully 
for the discovery of truth, stands over for the present 
session in consequence of an amendment proposed by 
Lord Wensleydale, rendering its application discretionary 
with the presiding judge, to which the House of Com- 
mons refused to consent. The proposed amendment was 
denounced by the Solicitor-General as impolitic, im- 
rudent, and mischievous ; in the opinion of Mr. James. 
it would not operate impartially, as no judge would dare 
to refuse the application of the statute in a case of 
murder. There seems no doubt that the investing of 
the presiding judge with such a discretion is open to 
great objections; and we feel sure that its exercise, how- 
ever careful and impartial, would not fail to awaken 
angry and painful feelings on the part of those subjected 
to it, considering the nature of the alleged evils which 
the judge would be called upon to prevent, namely, the 
waste of public time and the confusion of the jury by 
long speeches. So important a variance of the ordinary 
practice as that of summing up the evidence, if admitted 
at all, should be allowed in all cases as of right. The 
occasional concession of it as a privilege would provoke 
the reflection that injustice was done in the cases where 
it was refused. We think, therefore, that the House of 
Commons did quite right in postponing the measure for 
a reconsideration of this amendment. 

We take the opportunity of congratulating Mr. 
Denman on having commenced his legislative career 
with so useful a measure, which will become an appro- 
priate supplement to the “ Prisoner’s Counsel Act,” of 
which his father was so earnest a supporter. Mr. 
Denman also took charge, in the House of Commons, of 
the Bill introduced by Lord Brougham to enable a 
defendant in criminal cases to obtain a trial without 
embarrassing his conscience with the plea of “not 

ilty,” tnd he exerted himself to oppose Mr. M‘Mahon’s 
Bil for allowing appeals against verdicts in criminal 
cases. These are the kind of services which especially 
deserve recognition. Men like Mr. Denman, com- 
bining learning, experience, and sound judgment, with- 
out any ambition of show or popularity, who will 
labour with industry and perseverance in the province 
with which they are familiar, are extremely wanted at 
present for the safe conduct of measures of law reform. 
Amendments of the law would be much more readily 
and safely effected, if entrusted to the care of a few 
members of this character, than when left, as at present, 
to the desultory action of the whole House. We hope 
in a future session to see Mr. Denman bestowing a large 
share of his learning and experience on the examination. 
and correction of the Consolidated Criminal Statutes, a 
task for which his talents seem peculiarly applicable. 






The d jury at Liverpool took the opportunit 
before heir dlamiseal to deliver to the court sprees 
ment respecting the official scale of costs in criminal 
cases. is important document, containing a solemn 
protest against the inadequacy of the scale, and exhi- 

ting: the alarming ore preter of the discouragement 
thereby offered to criminal prosecutions, will be found 
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in another portion of our columns, and deserves an 
attentive perusal. In one of a series of articles which 
have a poe in recent numbers of this Journal, will 
be found some observations on this subject, which are 


strongly corroborated by the statements of the Liver- | 


i d jury. 

Pimmediaiely upon the publication of this scale two 
years ago, we pointed out its inadequacy, and protested 
strongly against a course of policy tending to en 
crime and degrade the practitioners in criminal 

Our worst predictions of that date are in course of 
complete realization; but it has takensome time for the 
effects of the new scale to develop themselves. effeetu- 
ally, and to reach all classes; nor are its extreme re- 
sults yet niger Professional men were the first to 
perceive the diminished profits of this branch of their 
business, and, of course, restricted themselves to other 
branches more fairly remunerative. Witnesses and pro- 
secutors soon began to feel the burden of anieneng the 
sessions and assizes at their own expense, and preferred 
staying at home, if possible. The professional zeal of 
policemen was dried up at the fountain head. Mean- 
while, the criminally disposed portion of the community 
were not slow in perceiving their altered circumstances, 
and took the full benefit of their enlarged liberty of 
action. That portion of the community who are pecu- 
liarly interested in the protection of life and property, 
which may be fairly represented by the grand jury of 
Liverpool, seem at length to be fally aroused to the 
sense of their danger, and carry their remonstrances 
to the judges of assize. It is not for want of warn- 
ing that matters have been allowed to come to this pass. 
The profession have exhausted every form of protest and 
entreaty. Judges and chairmen of Quarter Sessions 
are continually lecturing to grand juries on the magni- 
tude of the impending evil. The attention of the 
House of Commons has been invoked; and a commis- 
sion has reported upon the matter and proposed a new 
seale, which, however, has not been, and is not likely 
to be, adopted. The matter restswith the Home Office; 
but successive Home Secretaries have proved immove- 
able by any influence which has hitherto been 
brought to bear against them. When one of these 
great officials has lost his life at the hands of some 
burglar, we may hope that his successor will be made 
sensible of the fact that he has been left bythe law 
to his own resources for the defence of his life and pro- 
perty. 


The general understanding in professional intercourse, 
that the solicitor represents the client, and that what 
the former assents to is to be treated without further 
question, as binding upon the latter, is one with the 
importance, not to say the necessity, of which our 
readers will hardly need to be impressed. The danger 
rather is, that solicitors and their clients may be put off 
their guard by the prevailing acquiescence in this pro- 
position, and allow their attention to be diverted by it, 
from taking the obviously necessary precaution of as- 
certaining in each case that the alleged client really 
exists—or, in other words, that the individual whom 
the solicitor alleges to be his client is not a. name 
merely, or a myth, but an actually existing person. 
The solicitor, it is granted, represents his client—but is 
there diay. a client? The importance of being satis- 
fied upon this simple preliminary matter of fact, is for- 
cibly, not to say dorpoonggn illustrated by the cir- 
cumstances of a recent case, which has arisen out of one 
of the many frauds of the notorious David Hughes, 
and was the subject of a decision pronounced by the 
Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart on the last day of the 
sittings before the present Long Vacation. We allude 
to the case of Ogilvie v. Jeaffreson, given at length in 
another page. 


H licitor of Ogilvie. Ogilvi 
ox font bowen the ity of lemon of hick Ate 





to Hughes 


time of the transactions in question, 
Hughes writes to Ogilvie, and requests 


| Hughes’ office to execute some leases of the so 


adding that it was a good time for putting up the prop. 
ne to sale, and the leases would celet the be 4 
ilvie, in a oomge of the letter, calls at Hughey 
office, and Hughes, on that occasion, 8 ra before 
Ogilvie four parchments for execution, ing him, st 
the same — ot they were our rac Phase. 
the houses he as mantgneen. vie thereupon 
executes these parchments without reading them. }j 
afterwards turns out that the parchments thus executed 
were not leases, but purported on the face of them 
be sales of the houses by sub-demise, in consideration 
of £1,000 for each house, expressed to be paid to Ogi. 
vie by one Catherine Jones, in whose favour the deoiy 
were made. No such sum, nor any other sum, in 
fact, paid to Ogilvie by Catherine Jones, nor any 


n. Catherine Jones was nursemaid in Hughgi | 


ily, and was in the deeds deseribed as a spinstg, 
living at 10, Canonbury-place, which was the privaig 
residence of Hughes. ilvie never received apy 
money on the occasion of executing the 
either from Catherine Jones, or any other pe 
son. Catherine Jones never paid any money & 
any person in consideration of the deeds, ani 
knew nothing of the contents of the deeds. Norway 
there, in fact, any such transaction as that represented 
on the face of the deeds. Subsequently, Hughes (either 
in his own or Catherine Jones's name) borrowed 
from different persons on the security of the sey, 
houses ; but the deeds which those persons received 
way of security for their loans, represented that the 
money was borrowed by, and advaneed to, Catherin 
Jones ; and Catherine Jones accordingly, by those deeds, 
assigned tojthe lenders the terms created by the four degds 
executed by Ogilvie. In these deeds Hughes concurred, 
No money was, in faet, received by Catherine Jone: a 
the execution of these deeds, nor was there ever in 
truth any contract of loan between her and any of the 
mortgagees. The money of the mortgagees was al- 
vanced to Hughes, either as himself the horrower, or 
as representing himself to be the solicitor of Pe | 
Under these circumstances, the mortgagees claimed fo 
be entitled to hold the assignments executed by Cathe: 
rine Jones as against Ogilvie, whose mor arge m 
still romaine? wholly ange ete Xe 
against the mortgagees, and Hughes's assignees, 
Catherine Jones, claiming to have the four “leases 
executed by him delivered up, as having been obtaine 
by fraud; and to be entitled to stand as mortgagee 
the houses under his original security, as nst 
mortgagees claiming under the assignments of Cathe: 
ing Jones and Habeas, 
ithe Vice-Chancellor decided that as, first, there was 
no real transaction between Mr. Ogilvie Catherine 
Jones the nursemaid, and as, secondly, there was 
real transaction between Catherine Jones and the d 
fendants, they had gained no title in equity under th 
own deeds, and Mr. Ogilvie had not lost his title 
equity under the deeds procured from him. The 
of the whole story is, in short, that the parties affec 
to have dealt with Catherine Jones, should have tak 
the precaution to ascertain that there was relly such # 
person as Catherine Jones dealing with them. Being 
told by the deeds that she was “of 10, Canonbuty- 
place, spinster,” they were hound to know what @ 
who she was, as being so resident. If ew had ¢n- 
deavoured to obtain such knowledge, the whole 
would at once inevitably have heen exposed before any 
injury could have been sustained by anyone. F 
Catherine Jones to be a domestic in the service @ 
Hughes, the parties would mot it the busi- 
ness to proceed another step. Pr , however, 
deal specifically with Catherine Jones, and d , 
her at lang in their deeds, it was not permitted 
to tregt her as an abstraction. They were necessat 
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: with knowledge of her as a pers by the 
bess that they alleged etd to have 
scontract with her. Knowing her as a person, they 
also constructively knew, and were not allowed to deny, 
the patent facts which, on the face of them, excluded 
the ition of any bargain having taken place be- 
tween her and them. Or again, putting the case diffe- 
rently, by trusting to Hughes's representation that 
Catherine Jones was his client, the parties in question 

rilled all in the event of its turning out (as it in 

fact did) that Hughes was never the solicitor of Jones, 
and that, in truth, he had no client at all in the mat- 
ter. Such is the character, we are happy to say, of the 
body of solicitors, that the s e is rarely 


seen of a solicitor setting up a fictitious client. The 
extreme case, however, ought to furnish the rule; and 
hence we have thought it might be useful te direct the 
attention of the profession to the lessons which this 
extraordinary case of David Hughes seems adapted to 
suggest. 


Ce EEE 


THE SUITORS’ FUND poe THE SUITORS’ PROFIT 
: FUND. 

The Report of the Commissioners on the Concentra- 
tion of the Courts ~ — ee a fame 
wanimity respecting the advanta the proposed 
plan, on the part both of the Teemiodenge at also 

of all parties consulted on the subject; but it shows an 

equally remarkable difference of opinion as to the means 
available for carrying the plan into execution. As this 
difference of opinion threatens to be of vital importance 
to the success of the whole scheme, no pains should be 
- oak to bring it to a correct conclusion. We propose, 
fore, to make scme inquiry into the exact position 
of the fund proposed to taken, and to test the 
various claims to which it may seem to be liable. 

The position of the fund in question will be found 
explained at length in the report of the Commissioners, 
in accordanee with the valuable evidence supplied to 
them by Mr. P. W. Ro one of the registrars of the 
Court of Chancery. e following summary statement 
will be sufficient for our present argument. According 
to the original practice of the Court, when money was 
od in to abide the result of litigation, the suitors 

terested in the money might apply to have it invested 

in the purchase of stock, with a view to making it pro- 
ductive pending the litigation, and might from time to 
time apply to have the accumulations of interest invested 
in the same way. Ifthe suitors from any motive did 
not choose an investment, they paid the money in with- 
out any such application, and the money then remained 
in the hands of the Court as cash to be paid out in 
specie to the successful ey The Court of Chancery, 
except in certain cases, had no inherent power to invest 
suitors’ money deposited in court, or to alter its con- 
dition as cash without their consent. Under this prac- 
tice, a large balance of cash accumulated in the hands 
ofthe Court beyond what was in fact necessary to 
answer current demands, and thus remained “ dead and 
wemployed.” The Legislature, thereupon, interposed 
to render this balance productive. 

By various statutes, the first of which was passed in 
1739, the Court of Chancery was from time to time 
ehipowered to invest the balance in Government 
securities; thus constituting a fund which bears the 
title of “the Suitors’ Fund;” and the interest of such 
fund, subject to the ent of the salaries of the 
Acconntant-General and his clerks, was directed ‘to be 
considered as of the cash of the suitors. The 

Balance which from time to time accumulated, was in 
each case specifically dealt with in this mammer by a 

te statute, until by an Act passed in 1838 (the 
1&2 Vict. c. 54), a general authority was given to the 
Court to the same effect, namely, to invest from time 
to time so much ofthe suitors’ cash lying dead and un- 
smployed as might be deemed expedient. 





In the year 1768, an Act was passed dixecti 
the surplus be age ae had arisen, and which 
thereafter arise, this fund, together with that 
arising from the investment of such interest, should be 
invested in Government securities in a distinct fund; 
and thus was created a fund which was designated as, 
“the Profit or Accumulation Fund;” being a fund 
composed of the profits made by the investment of the 
suitors’ cash. 

These two funds, the Suitors’ Fund and the Profit 
Fund, have been at different times charged by statutes, 
with various public objects : such as rebuilding the Six 
Clerks’ office, clearing the Rolls’ estate of incumbranees, 
erecting new offices connected with oe Same of Chan- 

, paying certain salaries, ions, and compensations. 
py Snag ot the Court. The income of the Suitors’ 
pana alone in i 

arges; and iy 
pat a by the surplus interest from the Suitors’ Fund, 
and by its own interest. Ultimately, in 1852, the sur- 
plus income of both fands was transferred by statute 
to “the Suitors’ > riage account,” respecting which 
it is unnecessary for the present purpose to enter inte 
any further particulars. : 4 

Profit Fund, since 1852, has ceased to accumu- 
late; it is now represented by a sum of £1,291,629 
Stock. This is the principal fund which the Com- 
missioners think may be fairly applied to the building 
of new courts; and this is the fund about which so 
much difference of opinion has arisen. We proceed to 
consider with some minuteness the rival claims to this 
fund, and to examine to what extent the judgment of 
the Commissioners respecting its applicability is well 
founded. 

Upon the above state of facts the Commissioners 
declare their opinion to be, that the suitors, whose 
money has been thus invested, have no claim to the pro- 
fits made by the investment. It is argued that inasmuch 
as they did not apply to have their money invested, their 
intention must be presumed to have been that it should 
not be invested. ‘They either did not choose to incur 
the risk of a fall in the funds, or anticipated so speedy 
a return of the money as to render the application for 
its investment inexpedient. They can found no claim 
against the Court as against a trustee who has made 
profit of a trust fund. The Court is in the position of 
a stakeholder, who can only be called upon to produce 
the specific stake deposited. Any claim on the part of 
the original suitors being thus disposed of by the 
Commissioners, they proceed to explain that they cannot 
discover any other claimants to the fund, and 
fund thus held by a public office discharged in fact.of 
any private rights is, with strict justice, applicable to 
public purposes. ‘They further notice the various 
public purposes to which this fund has from time to 
time been applied, and consider that they furnish suffi- 
cient precedent for the application to the purpose in 
question. 

Now with the practical conclusion of the Commis- 
sioners we entirely concur, but we do not go along with 
them in the exact steps by which they arrive at it. We 

ee that no other claimants can be found except those 
who originally furnished the funds from which the 
profits have come. Other claims ey youd been 
asserted, and by persons of great weight and authority,. 
which we ct Sa to discuss fully hereafter. We will 
confine our consideration at present to the claim of the 
original suitors whose money has been dealt with. 
They have, certainly, no claim legal or equitable 
enforceable through the process of the Court. ‘They 
have been paid, or are about to be paid, the exact 
amount they stipulated for or expected on paying in; 
the Court is justified in its treatment of the money by 
the authority of Parliament. 

The precise question here, however, is not of a 
claim enforceable ree the Court. he delibe- 


ration is concerning the action of the 
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and not concerning the administration of the law. 
The claim, if any, is a moral claim, to be recog- 
nised or not in the form of a new law, con 
as it may impress the conscience of the Legislature. It 
is an appeal to the equity of Parliament. No one will 
deny the supreme dominion of Parliament over pro- 
perty; but every one must concede that it ought to be 
exercised only with the strictest re to private 
rights. Now, it might be argued on behalf of the suitors, 
that in the first instance of giving a power to invest the 
dead and unemployed balance of cash, the strict legal 
right of the suitors was invaded. The suitors who, 
from whatever motive, did not choose their money to be 
invested, obtained thereby the security of their money 
remaining as cash in the custody of the Court as a 
stakeholder. By the investment of the money they 
lost the benefit which they had thus proposed to 
themselves. It matters not that the benefit was in- 
finitesimally small, or that the security was not 
practically diminished ; for the discussion is one con- 
cerning a strict right. The question follows: are they 
entitled to the profits thus made of the money by 
this unauthorised investment? It is clear that the 
Court of over ot is not vt tie oa for these profits 
through its regular process; and the reason assigned b 
the Commissioners 4 that the Court of Chasieety is f 
stakeholder. Is it intended by this to assert, that if a 
stakeholder speculates with the money deposited with 
him, he is not accountable to the parties for the profits 
of the speculation? If so, we very much doubt this 
ition. We fail entirely in discovering that a 
stakeholder is in any better position than a trustee in 
this respect. If there is any difference in the strict- 
ness of the obligations incumbent on a trustee and a 
stakeholder, we are inclined to think it must be greater 
in the latter case. It certainly sounds very strange that 
a trustee who invests money with the consent of the 
owner should be accountable for the profits, and that a 
stakeholder, who invests it without his consent, and 
inst his will, should not be so. A trustee is in 
general allowed some latitude or discretion in dealing 
with the trust funds; a stakeholder never any. 
A stakeholder is, in fact, merely a trustee with 
a very simple and strict trust to take safe care 
of the stake, and deliver it to the party who shall’ 
appear entitled upon some contingency with which 

e stakeholder has nothing to do. The sufficient 
and sound reason of the Court of Chancery not bein 
accountable for the profits of an investment unauthoris 
and in opposition to the terms of the deposit is the Act of 
Parliament. This is not, however, a sufficient answer 
to the claim of the suitor. The Court of Chancery is 
merely a public officer, an agent of the State; and the 
suitor is, therefore,only referred back in his claim from 
the agent to the principal, under whose authority he 
acted. Ifthe State is a mere stakeholder, the State has 
acted contrary to the terms on which the stake was 
intrusted to its keeping. The suitor stipulated for the 
real security of his money, and has been put off with 
the personal security of the State. By analogy with 
principles of equity, he would become entitled to the 
Laicaad obtained from the risk which has been imposed 
upon him. 

But sup the claim of the suitors, as stated above, 
to meet with a favourable consideration, another diffi- 
culty, it is said, would meet them in enforcing it, which 
is fairly stated by the Commissioners as follows :— 

“ As the fund in question is alleged to be the pro- 
perty of the suitors, we must proceed to inquire to 
what suitors it so belongs? The cash from time to time 
invested was not the cash of individual suitors, but 
such portion only of the general floating balance of 
suitors’ cash, then lying dead and unemployed in the 
Bank of xageet, as was not required to answer current 
demands. The income arising from such investments 
was uniformly directed to constitute part of the ‘ com- 
mon and general cash of the suitors,’ and to be pros 





miscuously used and applied to answer the purposes to 
which it was destined. All traces of individuality are 
therefore lost, and no suitor could point to, and, as it 
were, earmark his own cash, and affirm that such cash 
had been the specific subject of investment and profit.” 

We doubt very much, however, whether even here 
there is any insuperable obstacle to the admission of 
the claim. It is clear that the portion of cash unin- 
vested contributes to the profit equally with the in. 
vested portion. By holding the former in hand ready 
to meet current demands, the latter is set free, and be- 
comes applicable to profitable employment. The profit 
made at any one period must be considered as the pro- 
duce of the whole amount of the suitors’ cash, invested 
and uninvested, at that period ; and upon this principle 
it seems to us quite possible to make a perfectly equi- 
table adjustment of the amount of profit referable to a 
given amount of cash during a given time. 

In the sincere endeavour to arrive at the strict jus- 
tice of this rather intricate question, we have en- 
deavoured to place in the strongest the claim of the 
individual suitor whose money has been invested to the 
profits of the investment. The consequences of recog- 
nising this right might be highly awkward and incon- 
venient; most of the consequences of a deviation from 
the strict line of propriety are so. No investment 
should have been made in the first instance without 
providing that the res should be distributed in the 
right quarters. The only question now remaining 
would be, whether it is incumbent on Parliament to 
rectify it, and, if so, what measures should be taken for 
that purpose. The injustice, if any, was effected by 
the different Legislatures between the years 1739 and 
1838.°. The reward of the injustice accruing to the 
State at these times was not spent by them, but has 
descended to the State of the present day. An ad- 
mission of this claim seems necessarily to involve a pre- 
sent duty in the State to restore, as far as possible, the 
property thus wrongfully obtained to its rightful owners, 
and that provision should be made for this purpose 
before any other final and irrevocable appropriation of 
the fund. 

We think that notwithstanding the apparent force 
of the above arguments, the claim of the suitors may be 
fairly and completely answered. It is obvious. in the 
first place, that in applying the above observations an 
essential distinction must be drawn between the case of 
the suitors who deposited their money in court before 
the passing of the Act of the 1 & 2 Vict. c. 54, givin 
a general power of investing the balance of suitors 
money, and the case of those whose money was deposited 
since that Act. The latter deposited their money with 
the knowledge that it. might be operated upon under 
the general power, and, therefore, cannot complain of its 
exercise. e former only can contend that they have 
been dealt with in a manner they neither contemplated 
nor intended, that they have been affected in their pri- 
vate rights, and are morally entitled to compensa- 
iton. 

Even against these it might be fairly urged that long 
previous to the creation of the general power of invest- 
ment, an investment had been made by Parliament in 
particular instances so frequently as to become habitual, 
and to give ample notice of the right thereby asserted, 
of so dealing with the suitor’s cash. 
d\There are, however, still more fatal and conclusive 
arguments against the wholé claim. Parliament, in 
ribo courts of justice for suitors, retains an in- 

erent supreme right to regulate the action of those 


courts as it thinks fit; and By suitor applies to the 


court subject to the exercise of this right. Hence, the 
suitor in Chancery never acquiged any vested right to 
have his money retained in the form of cash, whatever 
might have been the established mode of dealing with 
it by the Court at the time of paying it in, and, conse- 
quently, no right was infringed by its investment.. The 
position of the suitor in all other respects remained un- 
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altered. When Parliament authorised the investment 
of suitors’ money, it did not enforce any such invest- 
ment against their will. They might at any moment 
have interposed to have an investment at their own risk, 
and to secure the profits for their own benefit. If the 
whole body of suitors had done this, the Profit Fund 
would have been an impossibility. By net adopting 
these simple means for securing the profit to themselves, 
they have tacitly asssented to the accumulation of this 
fund by the State, and have effectually debarred them- 
selves from any claim upon it. 

For the above reasons we entirely agree with the 
conclusion arrived at by the Commissioners, that the 
Suitors’ Profit Fund is free from any claim on the part 
of the original suitors, from whose money it was 
derived. Some, indeed, may think it altogether a work 
of supererogation thus minutely to discuss so shadowy 
aclaim, which has been summarily passed over in the 
report of the Commissioners. We have, indeed, argued 
the claim as if it was a real one, whereas it has not as 
yet been preferred by the suitor himself in any one 
instance ; and it seems to have been suggested by others 
on his behalf, only as offering the means of opposing 
the appropriation of the fund, As the suggestion, how- 
ever, 18 specious in appearance, and as a feeling seems 
widely to prevail that there is some claim of this kind to 
the fund irf question, it seemed to us most important, 
in the interest of the entire scheme, that this notion of 
a claim should be investigated thoroughly, stripped of 
all vague doubts, and reduced to its true atasensheaia, 

There remains still to be considered the other claim 

inst this fund—namely, that asserted on behalf of 

e suitors of the Court of Chancery as a body, which 
we must reserve for a future occasion. 
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BOROUGH CORONERS. 


By the recent melancholy accident at Dover, the 
borough has lost a valuable officer. Mr. G. T. 
Thompson was a solicitor, and held the offices of 
coroner to the borough, registrar of Dover Harbour, 
and clerk to the county magistrates ; he also found time 
to serve his country as a lieutenant in the corps of 
Dover Artillery Volunteers. We take the first oppor- 
tunity of recording our pom sympathy with the 
deep feelings of regret which have been called forth, 
not only in Dover, but throughout the whole country, 
m behalf of this gentleman, and also of all those who, 
on the same occasion, suffered in the cause of their 
country. 

The peculiar circumstances of his death necessitated 
the usual legal inquiry into the cause of it; but the 
borough authorities seem to have thought that the un- 
common fact of a coroner himself becoming the subject 
of a coroner’s inquest within his own jurisdiction must 
necessarily gives rise to some extraordinary legal difficul- 
ties. They immediately communicated the event to their 
Recorder, Mr. W. H. Bodkin, who is also Assistant- 
Judge at the Middlesex Sessions, s ting an appli- 
cation to the Chief Justice of the Queen’s Bench as 
principal coroner of England, in the ex tion, we 
omy that he would either sit himself or appoint a 

puty. The Recorder, it is said, complied with this 
siggestion and applied to the Chief Justice for direc- 
tions as to the constitutional course to be pursued, The 
Chief Justice appears to have failed in discovering any 
unusual or anomalous result from the death of a coro- 
her in a manner requiring an inquest, or any occasion 
for a deviation from the ordinary mode of proceeding 
Upon the death of a coroner. ‘The coroner, it is true, 
could not sit upon himself; but neither can a deceased 
coroner sit upon any other body lying dead during the 
interregnum which necessarily ensues before the regular 
appointment of a successor. The Chief Justice has no 
authority to appoint a deputy, and is not in the habit 
of sitting himself in pis cases. The plain and simple 





course for the borough to pursue was to proceed to fill 
up the vacancy in the usual way. 

The only point of law that can be called at all ex 
tional, which has turned up in the case, is, that the 
Chief Justice, as coroner, is not authorized to appoint 
adeputy. The judges of the Queen’s Bench are sove- 
reign coroners of the land, and may, if they ) sam 
exercise the jurisdiction of coroner in any part of Eng- 
land; but their jurisdiction is, in fact, a mere dignity 
which they never exercise. The acting coroners are 
those elected by the freeholders for counties, and 
those elected by the council in boroughs. Now, 
the office of coroner is chiefly judicial, though 
in also ministerial; and there is a general maxim 
of law that no judicial officer can re a deputy, 
though a ministerial officer can. Therefore, in 
of judicial functions, the coroner, by whatever right he 
holds his office, has no authority by common law to 
appoint a deputy. Certain statutes, however, have 
enabled coroners to appoint deputies to act on certain 
occasions, ‘The statute 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 105, s, 6, 
provides that “in case of illness or unavoidable 
absence, the coroner for the time being of any borough 
shall be empowered to appoint a fit person to act for 
him as deputy coroner during the illness or unavoidable 
absence ot such coroner, but no longer or otherwise.” 
The statute 6 & 7 Vict., c. 83, after reciting that the 
coroners of boroughs were empowered by law to 
appoint deputies in certain cases, and that the coroners 
of counties had no sufficient authority for making such 
appointments, enacted that the coroner of any county 
might appoint a fit person to act for him as his deputy, 
provided that no such deputy should act for any such 
coroner except during the illness of the said coroner, or 
during his absence from any lawful or reasonable 
cause,” There are no statutory provisions giving a 
similar power to the judges of the Queen's Bench ; and 
they remain under the common law disability as to the 
appointment of deputies. Probably, as they never act 
as coroners themselves, it has never occurred to the 
Legislature that they could require deputies, 

onsiderable inconvenience might sometimes be occa- 
sioned from the office of coroner being in abeyance, and no 
power existing in any oo to supply the office on a 
sudden ee. This state of things has happened 
at Dover, and is likel 
separate coroners. 
counties havi 
statute 7 & 8 


to happen in all boroughs having 
t cannot in general fan in 
more than one coroner; for by the 
ict. c. 92, ss. 19, 20, the coroner of each 
district of a county is made ex officio coroner of the 
whole county, and may act in any other district of the 
county in the case of a vacancy of the office in that 


district. Should it be deemed n to make some 
similar provision against the vacancy of the office in a 
borough, the recent catastrophe will have called public 
attention to the matter at a very seasonable moment for 
so doing ; for there is an Act for the regulation of the 
office of coroner now before Parliament, in which a 
clause for this purpose would find an appropriate place. 
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COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before Vick-CHANCELLOR SrTuaRT.) 

Ogilvie v. Jeaffreson—July 26.—This case is of such general 
interest to solicitors, and raises such important questions of a 
practical character, that we are induced, contrary to our usual 
rule, to give the Vice-Chancellor’s judgment at length in the 
“ Journal,” although the case itself will, of course, be found, in 
due time, fully reported in the columns of the “ Weekly 
Re Ted 


he case arose out of the frauds of David Hughes, solicitor, 
who was sentenced some months ago at the Central Criminal 
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Court to ten years’ penal servitude, The facts of the conse are 
stated in the article relating to it, which will be found in a 


preceding page. ; ; 

Mr. Bacon, Mr. Greene, Mr. W. D. Lewis, and Mr. Eddis, for 
the plaintiff; Mr. Malins, Mr. Elmsley, Mr. G. M. Giffard, 
Mr. Wickens, Mr. Martindale, Mr. Surrage, and Mr. Winile, 
for the defendants. 

The case was argued in March last, and stood over for judg- 
ment. 

The Vick-CHANCELLOR.—In this case the Court must de- 
cide which of several innocent persons ought to bear the loss 
resulting from gross frauds practised upon them all by a solici- 
tor. The plaintiff, who held a valid mortgage of the leasehold 
property in question, was, by'a fraudulent contrivance, induced 
te execute deeds by which he conveyed the whole of the pro- 
perty which he held in . He was made to believe 
that the deeds which he executed were only leases at a rack 
rent, which he was told it was proper he should grant with a 
view toa sale, This gross fraud was practised on him by his 
own solicitor. The defendants claim to be purchasers of this 
property for valuable consideration ana without notice by a 
title derived under the deeds whieh the plaintiff had been 
fraudulently induced to execute. The solicitor employed by 
all the defendants, except perhaps the defendant Neve, was the 
same who had committed the fraud on the plaintiff. As might 
be expected, there was complete negligence on the part of the 
defendants as to any inquiry on the points which required in- 
vestigation before they could safely advance their money, and 
which, if investigated with moderate attention, must have pro- 
duced a disclosure of circumstances sufficient to prevent them 
or any person of ordinary sense from advancing the money, 
As usual in cases of this kind, the defendants retort upon the 

laintiff the charge of negligence. But there is a distinction, 
the plaintiff was imposed upon, the occasion was one in 
which no extraordinary caution was necessary; but the frand 
practised on the defendants was on the occasion of their mak- 
ing an advance of money, when they were bound to be on their 
guard, and to proceed with that degree of caution, care, and 
eircumspection which the law imposes as a duty on every pur- 
chaser. Since the decision of the case of Kennedy v. Green, by 
Lord Brougham on appeal, it has become usual to treat such 
eases as depending on the question of negligence rather than on 
the doctrine of implied notice to the purchaser by his employ- 
ing the same solicitor who had practised the original fraud, 
But the whole doctrine of constructive notice depends 
so much on negligence in not pursuing inquiries that an 
accurate examination of the principle perhaps leads to 
the conclusion that there is not much difference between 
these grounds of decision. Whoever, on the occasion of 
lending money on mortgage, employs as his solicitor the same 
person who is solicitor of the borrower, does not show much 
eaution or wisdom, according to the view taken by 
the Lord Chancellor Brougham in Kennedy v. Green, he employs 
& person who certainly will not disclose any fraud which 
may have committed, or any neglect of which he has ang ge > 
In the case of Marioribanks v. Hovenden (1 Drury, 21), Sir 
Edward Sugden made this observation, which seems not to 
have often met with the attention which it deserves; for that 
great lawyer there says:—* It always occurred to me that a 
very good answer could have been given to the argument that 
if Kirby, the mortgagee, had looked at the deed he must have 
discovered the fraud—namely, why did not you, the plaintiff, 
look at the deed yourself, and thus prevent the occurrence of 
the original fraud, which, but for your own culpable negligence, 
would never have been committed?” After this remarkable 
observation on the ground of Lord Brougham’s decision, Lord 
St. Leonards goes on to say that it rests on the circumstances 
under which the fraud was committed, the mortgagee being 
considered as fixed by the knowledge which the deeds would 
have imparted had reasonable diligence and due caution been 
used. In the present case, the clear, concise, and forcible 
arguments of Mr. Lewis for the plaintiff have not been satis- 
factorily answered, notwithstanding the learning and ability 
with which the case of the defendants was supported. Whether 
the case of the defendants be considered on the ground of 
negligence or notice, there seems insurmountable difficulty. 
the defendants had notice that the plaintiff was a mortgagee, 
and the title was said to be derived through him. Where a 
purchaser is fastened with notice of a fact which should have 

t him on an inquiry which he neglects to make, it is hisneg- 
Reuies in not pursuing the inquiry which occasions his loss, 
So, in this case, the defendants being all aware that the plain- 
tiff had been mortgagee, were bound to know all the particulars 
of his security from which the title offered to them was derived, 








and are also fixed with a knowledge of all the unusual and sus. 


picious circumstances which appeared upon the face of the deeds 
of April, 1856, by which the estate which he held as mortgages 
purported to be conveyed to Mrs. Catherine Jones, the preten. 
ded mortgagor of the defendants. No solicitor of reason. 
wd skill would examine the deeds of April, 1856, know 

x 


an unusual and extraordinary transaction, which, 
if it had been investigated, would have prevented any 
prudent man from advancing his money. On the prin 
ciple of Lord Brougham’s decision in Kennedy v. Green, 
the circumstances of suspicion were sufficiently open to the 
observation of the defendants to deprive them of any right to 
the defence of purchasers for valuable. consideration without 
notice—even if they could be considered as purchasers from 
Catherine Jories at all. Therefore, so faras there is any real 
difference between the grounds of decision in Kennedy v. Green, 
between Sir John Leach and Lord Brougham, it is immaterial 
to this case. The employmentof Hughes by all the defendants, 
and the way in which they conducted the transaction with him, 
exposes them to all the consequences of notice communicated 
through him, as well as of negligence. But there are other 
groands on which the plaintiff's right to relief seem unques 
tionable. The defence of purchaser for valuable consideration, 
without notice, was stated by Lord Rosslyn in the case of 
Strode v. Blackburn, (3 Ves. 222), to be a shield to protect the 
possession of property, and not to be available in any case, 
except to protect the actual possession. Lord Eldon overruled 
that doctrine in the case of Wallwynv. Lee (9 Ves.), and held 
that possession by the purchaser was not necessary, provided 


he purchased from an arent owner, who was actually in 
possession. In “ Gilbert’s Lex Preetoria” the equitable right of 
a purchaser for valuable consideration is stated thus:—“ If B. 


obtains a conveyance of lands from <A. by fraud, and A. quits 
the possession to B., and B. sells the Jands to C. for valuable 
consideration, bond fide and without notice, A. can never obtain 
the land against C., because the fraudulent conveyance, with 
the quitting the possession, transfers an interest, and then, when 
C. has obtained an interest at law for his aoney, bond fide, a 
court of equity ought not to take it from him. It is impossi- 
ble, I apprehend, to question the soundness of this statement 
of the principle which sustains the defence of purchaser for 
valuable consideration without notice. In the case of Jones vy, 
Powles, the mortgagor, who obtained his title by fraud and for- 
gery of a will, was in actual possession of the estate, and the 
mortgagee, who claimed by derivative title from him, was also 
in possession, Therefore, the defence of purchaser for vala-. 
able consideration by the mortgagee was sustained, not only 
on the express ground that there was no reasonable cause to 


suspect that the will was forged, but expressly because & 
long had followed the alleged devise, and no rea 
sonable diligence could have led toa d of the forgery. 


According to the doctrine now fully established by these 
cases, unless Catherine Jones had taken possession, and 
being in possession as apparent owner had sold and conve; 
to the defendants for valuable consideration paid to her, 
they are not such purchasers as can defend themselves 
against the plaintiff's right to relief against the fraudulent 
conveyance to Catherine Jones, and all those who claim by de- 
rivative title from her. The defendants can only show that 
they claim as purchasers for valuable consideration from Cathe- 
rine Jones, who had no possession nor any apparent ownership 
of anything, and who appears as a defendant in this eause to 
disclaim and declare that she has not, and never had, any 
ownership or estate in that property which the defendants say. 
she mortgaged to them. Moreover, the defendants were total 
strangers to Catherine Jones, and they dealt with Hughes a8 
her agent, and paid their money, not to Catherine Jones, but 
to waar. Payment to a person as agent is at the peril of 
him who pays, and who is bound before payment to satisfy 
himeelf that the alleged agent had sufficient authority. 
defendants, therefore, cannot establish a case of any purchase 
for valuable consideration from Catherine Jones. @n the 
whole case it appears that the defendants claim to be purcha- 
sers from one who was in possession of nothing, who was ap- 
parent owner of nothing, who could convey nothing, and never 
received anything—who was merely named as tee in & 
deed, the execution of which was obtained by fraud and impos) 
ture, and withont any knowledge by her that she was acquil- 
ing anything, or any intention or wish on her part to have 
or acquire any such estate or interest as the fraudulent 
deeds affect to convey to her. She never borrowed oF 
received any money from the defendants, She never had 
even on of the fraudulent and void deed which, with- 







t ved aaa was @ mortgagee, without seeing that they dis 
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oat her knowledge, purported to -vest the property in 
her. Now, she appears as a witness to prove the fraud, and 
to disclaim and declare that she has not, and never had, any 
estate or interest in the property which the defendants insist is 
now vested in them by conveyance from her. In the case of 
Kennedy v. Green it was held that the deed was executed under 
gach circumstances that it the estate, and therefore was 
not wholly void, but only voidable. The deeds of April, 1856, 
arewholly void. If the plaintiff had discovered the imposition 
ised upon him before the transaction between Hughes and 
the defendants, and had filed his bill to have the deeds of April, 
1856, delivered up to be cancelled on the ground of the fraud 
yet upon him by Hughes, there can be no doubt that the 
t would have declared those deeds to be wholly void, and 
would have decreed that they should be delivered up to be can- 
dilled. As the persons named as grantor and grantee had no 
mind or intention that any estate should pass from the one to 
the other, and were merely cheated into the execution of deeds 
without a knowledge of their contents, no estate would pass, 
and no reconveyance could properly be directed. If the cancel- 
ition of the deeds be the proper form of relief by the plaintiff 
as against Haghes and Mrs. Jones the case cannot be altered 
by the second imposture on Mrs. Jones and the other defen- 
duits, and the form of relief should be the same. There must 
be a declaration that the execution of the four deeds 
ofthe 24th of April, 1856, was obtained by the fraudulent con- 
ttivance of David Hughes, and that all these deeds are utterly 
foid, and must be delivered up to be cancelled, and also a decla- 
tition that the plaintiff is entitled to the full benefit of his mort- 
gage security of the 13th of December, 1852, and to the posses- 
sion of the leasehold property comprised therein as against all the 
defindants. The costs of the defendant Chappell, and Catherine, 
lis wife, formerly Catherine Jones, must be taxed and paid by the 
. The other parties—plaintiffs and defendants—must 

bear their own costs, 


—— 


CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 


August session of the above court was 

y before the Right Hon. John Carter, Lord 

ty of London; Russell Gurney, Esq., Q.C., 

. i ir P. Laurie, Mr. 


Hale, Mr. Alderman Conder, Mr. Alderman and 
riff Phillips, Mr. Alderman and Sheriff Gabriel, Mr. Under 

ill Eagleton, &c, 
first edition of the calendar contained the names of 75 


re Of this number 22 were committed from the city of 
, 29 from Middlesex, 11 from Kent, and 13 ftom Surrey, 


— 


GUILDHALL. 


_ August 14.—James Deniel O'Connell, a youth 15 years of age, 
in the employ of Messrs. Ridsdale & Co., solicitors, of Gray’s- 
itt-square, was charged with absconding with £200 belonging 
ohis masters, , 

Mr. Francis James Ridsdale said.—The prisoner has been 
in our employ rather better than a year and a-half. On Fri- 
day last I gave him, between four and five o'clock in the after- 
toon, the sum of £300, in Bank of England notes, to pay 

Messts. Childs’ bank, at Temple-bar, to our account. 
There were seven notes in all, consisting of one for £100, 
No, 94226; one for £50, No. 34526; one for £50, No. 34787; 
tne for £60, No. 34600; one for £20, No. 19449; one for 
£20, No, 58561; and one for £10, No. 94446. I also gave 
lime check for £24 6s, 10d,, making in all £824 16s. 10d. 
lenever returned, and I have not séen him since until this 


£20 each, Ni 

58661; one for £10, No. 94446; and a check for £24 

‘mount of the notes he gave me was 
‘tthe check, and, with the latter, made up the 
\f0d, which he actually paid into o 

e’s account. I entered the amount i 
dhe then conn me hee ‘him 
e@ for £100, No. 94226, 

4600; and one for £50, No. 34787. I asked him how he 


usual for customers to write their names on the back of the 
notes when they required change, and asked him why he had 
not done it, and he replied that it was all right, as they wanted 
change in the office. Before giving the change I referted to 
our senior clerk, who directed me to pay the prisoner if I knew 
him as coming from Messrs. Ridsdale’s; and knowing the 
prisoner was in the habit of paying in money on account of 
Messrs. Ridsdale’s firm, I gave him the change as he wished, 
consisting of ten £10 notes, Nos. 84138 to 84147, both in- 
clusive; ten £5 notes, Nos. 79338 to 79347, both inclusive; 
and £50 in gold. He counted the notes, and remarked that 
there were only nine £10 notes. I told him he could not see, 
upon which he said he had something in his eye, and upon 
counting them a second time he found them correct. 

A fashionably-attired young man, who declined the usual 
oath on the plea that he was a member of the Society of 
Friends, was examined in the prescribed form, and “ solemnly 
and sincerely affirmed” that his name was Bowden, and said— 
The prisoner came to my father’s shop on Friday afternoon, 
and having purchased some hosiery goods, which he desired 
might be packed in a black leather bag, he asked for permission 
to change his shirt, for which purpose I took him up-stairs to 
a room on the second floor. He gave me three sovereigns to pay 
for the articles he had bought, and when he came down-stairs I 
gave him the change, which was 14s. 3d. I did not go into 
the room again until I received a letter from him on Monday 
last, dated from the Station Hotel at Hull, stating that he had 
left behind him a banker’s pass-book containing £50 in bank- 
notes, and requesting me to forward it to him without delay, as 
he had to pay the money away. He said in the letter that he 
remembered hearing something drop, which he believed must 
have been the pass-pook, which he said I would find under the 
looking-glass stand. I looked as he directed, and found the 
banker’s pass-book already produced, and in the pocket of it I 
found 10 £5 notes, Nos. 79,338 to 79,347 inclusive. The pri- 
soner also left behind him the things which he took off in chan- 
ging his clothes, and he told me he would send.for them. I 
asked him his name, and after some hesitation he told me it 
was Smith. Soon after I received the letter, Hann, the officer, 
called, and I showed it to him, 

Alderman Assiss cautioned the prisoner, who had declined 
to cross-examine the witnesses, and asked him if he wished to 
say anything in answer to the charge. 

The prisoner said he was sorry. He had nothing to say but 
that he was guilty, and he hoped the things he had bought 
with the money he had stolen would be given up to the 
prosecutors. 

The prisoner was then committed for trial. 


ee 


HOME CIRCUIT.—GuitprorD. 
(Before Lornp Carer Justice Cocksurn and a Special Jury.) 

Pray v. Voules— August 10th—This case, a report of which 
appeared in our last week’s impression, was resumed this day. 

Mr. Serjt. Perry having addressed the jury in behalf of the 
defendant, the following witnesses were examined. 

Mr. Johnstone, a gentleman who acted as managing clerk to 
the defendant in 1855, stated that he received the instructions 
from Miss Fray in reference to the actions against Mrs. Potter 
and Lord and Lady Zetland. When the cases came on for trial 
Mr. Voules had expended £200 out of his own pocket, of which 
sum the fees to counsel amounted to £108. When he was in 
consultation with Mr. Serjeant Wilkins in reference to the case 
he said that no jury would believe her story about having 50 
sovereigns in @ box. The result of the action against Mrs. 
Potter was that the jury gave her £100 damages upon the count 
for defamation of character, and the verdict was for the defen- 
dant upon the counts relating to the money and clothes. Mr. 
Serjeant Wilkins advised the record in the action against Lord 
Zetland to be withdrawn, on the ground that Miss Fray had 
been contradicted by six witnesses, and that it was useless to go 
on with it, A rule nisi for a new trial in Potter’s action was 
obtained on the following morning; and while this matter was 
standing over. the other action against Lord Zetland came on 
for trial, at her urgent solicitation; but all Miss Fray’s counsel 
agreed that there was very little chance of success either upon 
the law or the facts, and they strongly advised her to accept 
any offer of compromise that might be made. It was under 
these circumstances that an offer was made by Lord Zetland’s 
bolicitor to pay £300 to settle all the actions, and Serjeant 
it would be madness to refuse it. The plaintiff 





oo it, and he said he would take 


would not at first listen to the proposition; but Mr. Serjeant 
Wilkins had a long conference with her, and convinced her 
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that she had no other course to pursue, and she then consented 
to the arrangement. (Mr. Johnstone here produced the briefs 
of the learned counsel, upon which an endorsement to the effect 
stated had been made by them. He also produced an affidavit 
of the plaintiff, in which she herself admitted that she had con- 
sented to the arrangement.) 

Mr. Voules, the defendant, was then examined, and he con- 
firmed the evidence of Mr. Johnstone. 

The jury here interposed, and inquired of his lordship 
whether it was necessary to hear any more of the case. 

The Lorp Cuter Justice said he did not like to interpose 
or to stop such an inquiry. 

Mr. Kennedy then rose and said he was very glad the jury 
had interposed, as he was placed in a very peculiar position. 
He now, however, felt himself justified in saying that when he 
came into court he had not the remotest idea of the defence 
that could be established, and that if he had been aware of the 
strength of the evidence for the defendant he would never have 
undertaken the case, He was, of course, only anxious to do 
his duty, and it appeared to him that upon the facts now before 
the Court he ought not to proceed any further. 

The Lorp Curer Justice said, he could only express his 
opinion that the learned counsel had conducted the case with 
the most exemplary propriety. It appeared to him, after the 
evidence that had been given, that it would only be a waste of 
time, and he would be stultifying himself if-he proceeded any 
further. 

Mr. Serjt. Parry said he thought it only due to his learned 
friend Mr. Hawkins, whose name had been mentioned by the 
plaintiff in her examination, to say that he was prepared to 
contradict all that she had said. He had never spoken to Lord 
Zetland in his life, and had never shot with him in the Easter 
vacation as alleged. 

Mr. Bovill, who, it appeared, had watched the proceedings 
on behalf of Lord and Lady Zetland, said that the plaintiff had 
made many slanderous statements in reference to the establish- 
ment of his lordship, and he was most anxious to state that they 
were utterly false, and that if there had been an opportunity of 
doing so they would have been positively ‘contradicted. 

The Lorp Curer Justice said he thought any contradiction 
of such statements as those made by the plaintiff was quite 
superfluous. 

The jury said they were of the same opinion. A verdict was 
then returned for the defendant. 

Miss Fray subsequently applied to the Lord Chief Justice to 
stay execution, but his lordship refused to interfere. 


August 14th.—It was understood in the town on Monday 
evening that the High Sheriff had received the commands of 
the judges to be in attendance yesterday morning in the court 
in which Mr. Justice Blackburn presided. Accordingly at 9 
o’clock the High Sheriff, in court dress, came into court, and 
was quickly followed by Lord Chief Justice Cockburn and Mr. 
Justice Blackburn in their robes, escorted by their marshals 
and officers. 

The Lorp Cuier Justice then called upon the High 
Sheriff to state whether the placard that had been posted 
outside the walls of the court had been placed there by his 
authority. 

The High Sheriff replied that it had. 

The Lorp Curer Justice then inquired what explanation 
he had to give for such a proceeding? 

The High Sheriff then .rose, and, bowing to their Lordships 
and the bar, of whom there was a full attendance, said he was 
glad to have that opportunity of offering an explanation of the 
course he had pursued in publishing the placard which was now 
the subject of remark, That course he had not taken without 
deliberation, and he was bound, with the test respect and 
deference to their lordships, to affirm that he believed he had 
discharged his duty to the county of Surrey as the High Sheriff 
appointed by her Majesty. He proceeded to say that Mr. 
Justice Blackburn had ordered the court to be cleared of several 
of the audience, and that the officers effectually executed 
the command. This; he respectfully contended, was an illegal 
act, and had the effect of invalidating the verdicts which had 
been afterwards returned; and, this being so, he considered it 
obligatory on him to do what he believed the duties of his 
office required at his hands—viz., to assert the illegality of the 
course pursued by the learned judge, and to command his 
officers not again to obey such orders from the Court. The 
High Sheriff then stated that he had left the town on Thursday 
with their lordships’ sanction, that he had departed on terms of 
amity and good feeling with their lordships, and he now dis- 
tinctly disavowed, on his honour as an English gentleman, the 





least intention to offer any personal insult to Mr. Justicg 
Blackburn. (Mr, Justice Blackburn bowed his assent to this 
remark.) He could only say, in conclusion, that he desired t 
treat the Court with all respect and submission, and that the 
step he had taken was taken upon a sound conviction that in 
ordering an English court of justice to be cleared of the 
auditory, the learned judge had assumed an illegal authority, and 
one which he (the High Sheriff) felt bound to disobey, as the 
chief officer of the county. (Some slight applause occasionally 
greeted the High Sheriff’s observations.) 
Their lordships having briefly consulted, 


The Lorp Carer Justice, amidst breathless silence, said 
that the Court had heard with anxiety and sorrow the state 
ment which the High Sheriff had addressed to them, amounting 
as it did, to an entire justification of what their lordships, a 
Her Majesty’s Judges of Assize, sitting as the representatives of 
the Sovereign, felt to be a most improper, unlawful, and wu. 
seemly contempt of their office and of the administration of 
justice. The High Sheriff had most unquestionably mistaken 
the law to the utmost, and he (the Lord Chief Justice) now 
declared that the power and authority of Her Majesty’s Judges, 
acting in pursuance of Her Majesty’s commission, were per. 
fectly well defined and established, and that the course taken 
by his learned brother was one which he had the most undoubted 
right to adopt. His lordship said that he at once conceded 
that English courts of justice were open to the public in the 
fullest sense, and he trusted they ever would remain so; but it 
was going far beyond either law or necessity to avow, as the 
High Sheriff had done, that there was no power reposed in the 
presiding judge to order such modifications of the arrange 
ments of the court as were indispensable to that which it was 
the office of a judge to carry out—viz., the efficient administra 
tion of justice. His lordship then adverted to the great 
structural inconvenience of the courts in which the judges had 
presided, and to the fact his learned brother had ordered the 
lower part of the court, open to the street, and not the other 
parts of the court, to be cleared, because the examination f 
witnesses in criminal cases, when prisoners were standing om 
their trial, was inaudible to the Court and jury, and this was 
surely a transparent necessity for the order which his learned 
brother had conveyed to the officers of the High Sheriff. His 


lordship then observed that the High Sheriff had not made the 
least complaint or remonstrance before he left the assize 

and stated that the Court were nevertheless perfectly 

that the High Sheriff, who was an honourable English gentle 
man, neither had intended nor was capable of offering any 
personal indignity to Her Majesty’s judges ; but.the course the 


High Sheriff had pursued was clearly a painfully con 0 
contempt of the Court as such, and a most serious reflection 
upontheauthority ofthe judges’ commission, which emanated from 
the throne, and demanded, especially from the High Sheriff, ss 
one of Her Majesty’s important officers of justice, obedient and 


— observance. 
e Lorp Cater Justice then fined the High Sheriff £500, 


and the fine was immediately recorded. 


cae 


OXFORD CIRCUIT.—GuovcestEr. 
(Before Mr. Justice Bytes and a Special Jury.) 


Meara, Clerk, v. Chesshyre-—August 11—The plaintifi, 
the Rev. Mr. Meara, appeared in person and cond 
his own case. The declaration contained two counts. 
first alleged that the plaintiff had retained the defendant (whe 
was an attorney at Cheltenham) to negotiate a loan of 
but that the defendant conducted himself so negligently that 
obtained a loan of only £300, and was guilty of professional 
misconduct in disclosing his (the plaintiff's) secrets to an Op 
posing party. ‘There was also a second count, which charged 
the defendant with other misconduct, in inserting in a declara- 
tion which he was instructed to prepare matters which he was 
not authorized to insert. The defendant pleaded several pleas, 
denying the plaintiff's allegations. 

Without further explaining his case, the plaintiff proceeded 
to deliver a sort of lecture upon the duties of attorneys to their 
clients, and described the defendant and other gentlemen of the 
same profession in no very flattering terms. He then 
the Rev. Mr. Evans as a witnes® 

The rev. gentleman got into the box, and was asked to pre 
duce some letters which the plaintiff had written to him. 


witness said he had given them all up to Mr. Bowen May, the 


solicitor, except one, which he had burnt. . 
The plaintiff was about to ask the witness respecting the 
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contents of this letter, but, having handed a copy to thelearned } he went to Mr. Nicholetts and asked by what authority he 
judge, 


‘His Lorpsuitr ruled that it was irrelevant. 
* The plaintiff then, leave of the learned judge, made a 

statement of his ground of complaint against the defendant, in 
obtaining a loan of £300 for the plaintiff on his warrant of 
attorney, and the preparation of the declaration which he (the 
saint} had made before a magistrate. 

Mr. Justice BYLEs informed the ' plaintiff that if all he had 
stated were true it would not prove the charge in the declaration. 
His lordship said the plaintiff might go into the box if he pleased 
and be sworn, and give evidence in support of his case, but, if he 
did he must bear in mind that there were three gentlemen who 
cet hin. the occasion referred to who might be called to 


ict q 
plaintiff thanked his lordship for his kindness, and said 
tht rather than those three gentlemen should be called to swear 
bo him, he would consent to be nonsuited. 
‘The plaintiff was thereupon nonsuited. 


. WESTERN CIRCUIT.—Batsrox. 
The Mayor, in the absence of Mr. Justice Keating, who was 
= Wells, opened the commission on Saturday the 11th 
t. 
‘There was ‘an entry of 83 causes, seven of which were 
matked for special juries. 


Watas. 
Onn Sipe.—( Before “Mr. ma Kearine and ‘a Special 
fury. 


Burridge v. Nicholetts—- August 10—The action was 
to recover damages for breaking and cntering the plain- 
premises under the following circumstances:—The plain- 
ellington, in this county, and is registrar 


ee the defendant, stating such was 
: requesting te appoint some future day f 
In reply, the defendant wrote a letter, stating 


FEE 


TT 
cif 


ses 
aE 


ied Knight, who brought a large bunch of 
to unlock the door; they then tried the window, 
"the. dvr and they hen ented th ‘fice 

an hen en offi 
all the books in order, and Mr. Nicholetts ordered 
in the barrow, which was done, and the 


broke into the office. The reply was that they were his (Mr. 
Nicholett’s) offices, and he offered no further explanation from 
that time to this. The plaintiff then commenced an action, 
and his attorney wrote a letter enclosing the declaration, regret~ 
jing that the defendant would not apologise for what he 
done, and stating that on an apology being offered he 
would stay the proceedings. The defendant took no notice of 
the letter whatever, beyond pleading to the action that he was 
justified in what he had done under the County Court Act, the 
office being that of the County Court, for which the rent was 
paid, and the action therefore came to trial, the defendant 
standing upon his right. 
The plaintiff and his clerk were called to prove the above 


Sir F. Slade, on the part of the defendant, then objected 
to the plaintiff's right to bring’ the action, on the ground that 
the treasurer had a right to enter the premises, the room being 
the room set apart for the County Court purposes, and paid for 


as such. 

Mr. Justice Karine held that the plaintiff clearly hada 
Ae ete the action, and reserved the point taken by 

The defendant was called, who stated that the considered ‘all 
fe heb-dees he was justified in doing under the County Court 
Act. 

The jury found a verdict for the plaintiff—Damages £5. 


Mr. Thomas Redfefn, jun., of Leek, in the county of Stafford, 
has been appointed a perpetual commissioner for taking 
the eo of deeds by married women for the county 
of Stafford. F 


Mr. Julius Gaborian Shepherd, of Luton hegre an 
has been appointed a perpetual commissioner "for taking , 
acknowledgments of deeds by married’ women for the counties 
of Bedford and Hertford. 


_ 
- 


‘Parliament and Kegistation, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, August 14. 
CHaNceERY EvipENCcE COMMISSION. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Thursday, August 16. 
GrorcE BubL. 


The Earl of Hanrtrcron rose'to move “for reports’ of the 
Cordher’s inquest'and Crown ‘trial at Lewes, of George Bull, ‘a 
—, tried for the’‘manslauyhter of Sarih Ann “Bull, his own 
m by an overdose of prussic acid, administered by him 
when ‘in a state of excitement and eS ee 
guilty at the inquest; thongh' above suspicion of bad intention, 
and acquitted by the assize court.” The noble earl said ‘the 
ease to which his motion referred was'one in which ‘a ‘mother 
had been poisoned by her son, a medical man, who ‘was im a 
State of great excitement and'intoxication when headministered 
the poison. The fact of intoxication was ‘left out of considera- 
tion in the trial at the assizes. It might be asked, could-they 
not depend on the wisdom of the judge, the intelligence of the 
counsel, the integrity and honesty of the jury ? Generally 
they might do so ; but this was an exceptional case. Besides, 
there was another element in British justice—publicity, but for 
which this case would never have been noticed. He had 
recounted the main features of this case in reser Tf 
on the paper. There were five witnesses examined, they 
stated important facts which had not been noticed in the trial 
before the Chief Justice. He had a letter from the coroner 
stating that the fact of the intoxication of the party 

the fatal dose of prussic acid had been lost sight of at the assizes, 
and that, although anything in the shape of vindictive punish- 
ment was far from the’wish of aby in the neighbour- 
hood, the majesty of the law should have been vindicated by a 
sentence to mark the offence as the result of ‘héetllessness 
induced by intoxication. Upon the whole, he considered the 
trial had been a perfect mockery of justice. Sir A. Cockburn 
should have arranged to put questions to the witnesses to prowe 
that the fatal dose was given when the accused was in a state 








‘Wellgton; and nding what ket haspencd 


of intoxication. He thought there ought to be a new trial. 
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The Lorp CHANCELLOR knew nothing whatever of the 
facts of this case except as stated by the noble earl. He had 
riever read a word about it in the papers, and had received ‘no 
verbal or written communication on the subject; but he must 
say, looking at the motion and speech of the noble earl, both 
were entirely uncalled for. The accused had been regularly 
tried and acquitted by a jury of his countrymen; yet the noble 
lord rose in his place and, without charging any misconduct of 
any kind, he said the man had been guilty and ought to be 
punished. 

The Earl of Harrineron.—I did not say the man was 
guilty of murder and ought to have been punished; but I think 
he was guilty of manslaughter. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said, if the man was guilty of man- 
slaughter, he ought to have been punished. “ The noble earl 
contended that Sir A. Cockburn ought to have put certain 
questions in the course of the trial; but, with all. respect for 
the noble earl, Sir A. Cockburn was a better judge than he of 
what questions ought to be put under such circumstances, 
while no one had ever presided on the English bench who was 
more anxious to do his duty impartially. For his own part 
he deprecated the resort to such discussions as the noble earl 
had raised in connexion with a trial which had been fairly 
conducted in the face of the country. 

The motion was, after a few words from the Earl of Harring- 
ton in reply, negatived without a division. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, August 13. 
New MEMBER. 

Mr. Macdonongh, Q.C., took the oath and his seat for the 
borough of Sligo. j 
Tuesday, August 14. 

Froaetne In Gaots anp Hovusks or CORRECTION. 


Colonel Nort# called the attention of the House to the re- 


turns of the number of persons flogged in gaols and houses of 
correction, and contrasted the returns and the manner of in- 
flicting the punishment with the practice in the army and navy, 
where, he observed, no such severe floggings took place as were 
frequent in gaols, and where they could only take effect after 
& court-martial. : 

Mr. Haprierp and Mr. Wrut1aMs concurred in denouncing 
the practice of flogging, and the matter dropped. 


FEeLony anp MisDEMEANOUR. 


Mr. E, James objected to the amendments introduced by 
the Honse of Lords, according to which the judge was to de- 
termine whether from the number of witnesses, or from any 
other cause, the evidence required to be commented on. ' This, 
he thought, would be one of the most dangerous’ powers with 
which a judge could be invested;. and if agreed to by the 
House, the provision would be inoperative, for in a case of 
murder, no judge would dare to refuse the right of summing up 
to the prisoner’s counsel. He therefore moved that the Lords’ 
amendments be disagreed with. 

The Soricrror-GENERAL agreed with the hon. member for’ 
Marylebone. So convinced was he of the impolicy, imprudence, 
and extreme mischief that must follow from the amendments 
yeni a Lords, that he would infinitely rather—at 

events, present—that legislation on this subject 
should be delayed. ° ’ 
: Ly question having been put, the amendments were re- 
jected. 
Marriage Law or ScoTLanp. 

The House went into committee upon this Bill. 

Clauses 1 to 11, both inclusive, were agreed to. 

Mr. HENNESSY moved the omission of clause 12, which 
makes wilful desertion for four years the ground of an action 
for divorce. 

The Committee divided, when there voted :— 

For the Clause ........... postunidegodvaret soccseee GO 
IB odéveadere 


Mabetltesvien tsiivacidsaiens 
The clause was accordingly retained. 
The remaining clauses were agreed to, and the House re- 





Wednesday, August 15. 
New Writ. 


On the motion of Sir W. JoLtirrs, a new writ was ordered 
to issue for the election of a knight of the shire for the westerh 
division of Cumberland, in the room of General Sir Henry. 
Wyndham, deceased. 


The House resolved itself into a committee of supply. 


Tue County Courts. 


On the vote of £145,275, to complete the sum of £200,275 
required for county courts, 

Mr. E. James wished to know how the item of £50,000 for 
rents of court-houses and offices arose. There was also a fur. 
ther item of £42,000 for building and repairing court-houses, 
which made a total of £92,000 for the buildings in which the 
county court judges sat. 

Mr, Larne said that whenever the town or county hall was 
fit for the purpose the county court was held there, and that the 
Treasury kept a very tight hand on the expenditure incurred 
in providing accommodation for these courts. 

Mr. HENLEY wished to know who was responsible for the 
buildings and repairs for which the item of £42,000 was 
charged. 

Mr. Wiit1aMs asked howmuch was paid for the maintenancs 
of these courts, and how much was derived from the fees. 

Mr. CLIVE stated that since the fees had been reduced, very 
unwisely, as he thought, they had proved insufficient to main- 
tain the courts, and the country had to pay the difference. All 
applications for additions or repairs were sent to the Treasury, 


who commissioned a surveyor to report on the matter, and no 


work was sanctioned without a full and complete inquiry. 

Mr. AyRTON observed that, after giving credit for all the fees, 
the county courts cost the country no less than £287,500. A 
most objectionable practice had sprung from the system, 


Hawkers went about the country enticing the poorer classes ta. 
buy goods on credit, and then by means of the county courts 


got their debts collected almost at the public e: the un- 


fortunate debtors being subjected, when they could not pay, to 


an imprisonment which partook of a penal character. He hoped 
the Secretary to the Treasury would consider the subject, with 
the view of seeing whether a practice so hurtful to the working 
classes could not be checked by limiting the facilities for the 
recovery of debts which these courts offered to hawkers. 

Colonel Frencu thought the county courts ought to be con- 
ducted in the same economical manner as the Assistant Bar- 
risters’ Courts in Ireland. 

Mr. Witi1aMs said what he wanted to know was the total’ 
cost of the courts, and the amount returned in the shape of fees. 

Mr. Laine stated that the total of the county courts 
was £490,000; of which they got back £218,000 in fees. 

The vote was.then agreed to. 


“THE Law Courts at GuILpFoRD. 


Mr. James called the attention of the committee to the state 
of the’courts of justice at Guildford. The condition of those 
courts was a positive disgrace to the administration of justice. 
One of them.he could hardly call a court; it was a mere 
passage, at one end of which sat the judge; it was open to the 
street, and from the noise it was next to impossible to hear 


either thé judge, the witnesses, or the counsel. The scene that 
occurred ‘in this court the other day, and on which he would 
express no opinion whatever, was closely connected with the 
condition of the building. ‘The other court in which the-Chief 
Justice sat he hardly knew how to describe. It was utterly 
unfit for a court of justice, and was exposed to constant draughts 
of air from all sides, ; 
Sir G. C. Luwis said the duty of providing proper buildings 
for these courts belonged to the county and no 
power resided in the Crown for that purpose. He did not re 
member to have received any memorial with respect to the 
courts at Guildford, but if a memorial were presented to him 
he would take care that it received due attention. All he 
could do, however, would be to represent the state of matters to 
the county magistrates, With reference to what had recently 
taken place at Guildford he would say that, however much he 
i foeeant any sollision: between the sheriff of the county 
the judges holding the assizes, yet, so far as his information 
extended, he had no reason to doubt that her Majesty’s judges 
had exercised a proper discretion in the matter. 
Colonel Frencn hoped the committed would receive some 
information as to the power of the an Was there ever, 
before the recent scene at Guildtord, an occurrence in @ 
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gourt of justice as a judge committing an assault on a high 
serift? It appeared, too, that one’ of the judges at Guildford 
jad ordered a portion of the court to be cleared. The high 
sheriff declared he had‘no power to do 80, and he believed no 

would go the length of saying that hehad. He thought 
someintimation should be given to the judges to conduct them- 
selves with more propriety. 

Sir G. C. Lewis thought it exceedingly inconvenient on a 
mere vote in supply to enter into a debate on the events which 
hed recently taken place at,Guildford. He had expressed an 

inion on the subject solely in ccnsequence of what had fallen 
from the hon. and learned member for Marylebone; and if any 
gentleman in the House thought it desirable to make a specific 
motion on the subject he would be prepared to support with 
facts and reasons the opinion he had given. 

Mr. James had given no opinion with reference to the recent 
cocurrences at Guildford, and had merely alluded to the subject 
as being intimately connected with the unsatisfactory state of 
thecourts there. As reference had been made to the judges, 
he wished to state that the Lord Chief Justice was not sitting 
in the court in which the occurrences referred to occurred, and 
he only interposed when reference was made to him. No one 
who knew the Lord Chief Justice would for a moment suppose 
that he could be wanting in courtesy to any person, whether 
oficial or otherwise, who might approach him. His belief was 
that in a proper court such a scene as had lately taken place 
vould never have occurred. 


par EXPENSES OF PROSECUTIONS. 


Mr. Spooner called attention to the expense incurred by 
counties in the prosecution of offenders. 
Sir G. C. Lewis said the expense of prosecutions was a mat- 
ter beset with much difficulty, and it was not easy to lay down 
general rule on the subject. 
“Nir HENLEY thought it might be possible to lay down some 
general rules for the guidance of counties in the matter of ex- 
pense. At present, there was great uncertainty in regard to the 
that would be repaid by the Treasury, and unless the 
were remedied the administration of justice might be im- 


vote was then agreed to, as were also 
£1,220 for the Queen’s Bench Crown Office. 
iene, for the Registrars of the Admiralty. 
976 for the Insolvent Debtors’ Court. 
£34,280 for the Court of Probate and Divorce. 


Thursday, August 16, 
Attorneys, Souicrrors, Procrors, anp CERTIFICATED 
CONVEYANCERS BILL. 

On the order that the amendments to this Bill be considered, 
being read by the clerk, (at a quarter past 2 a.m., of Aug. 17,) 

Mr. Bov1u moved that the amendments be now considered. 

SeveraL In1sH MEMBERS.—Postpone! postpone ! 

Mr, Matins.—No, no; the amendments will not require 
much discussion. 

Mr: H. B, SaermpaNn moved the clause which stood in his 
mamé. He believed there was no intention to oppose it. It 
vas 4 modification of a clause which was struck out of the Bill on 
sformer occasion. ‘The clause would follow clause 25, which 
gave: powerto the Court of Chancery to order payment of 
interest On costs in certain cases. It provided “that in every 
case ia which an attorney or solicitor shall be employed to 
Ptesecute or defend any suit, matter, or proceeding, in any 
court of justice, it shall be lawful for the court or judge before 
Whom any such suit, matter, or proceeding, has been heard to 
declare such attorney or solicitor entitled to a charge upon the 
Ptoperty recovered or preserved, and upon such declaration 
being made, such attorney or solicitor shall have a charge upon 
td against, and a right to payment out of, the property, of 
Vhatsoever nature, tenure, or kind the same may be, which 
thal: have been recovered or preserved through the in- 
Situmentality of any such attorney or solicitor, for the taxed 
ists, charges, and expenses of or in reference to such suit, 
iatter, or proceeding; and it shall be lawful for such court or 
iuige to make such order or orders for taxation of, and for 
ising and payment of such costs, charges, and expenses out of 





the said property, as to such court or judge shall appear just 
and proper; and all conveyances, assignments, and acts 
subsequent to such declaration done to defeat, or which shall 
operate to defeat, such charge or right, shall, unless made to s 

bond fide purchaser for value without notice, be absolutely void, 
and of no effect as against such charge or right; provided that 
it shall not be lawful for the court or judge to make any such 

order but within six years next after the right to recover such 

costs, charges, and expenses shall have accrued.” 

The clause was read a second time, and ordered to be added 
to the Bill. 

Mr. Haprizitp was understood to say that he had an 
amendment to propose, but the hon. mémber was stopped by 
cries of “order,” and ‘too late.” 

Mr. Crawrorp then moved that the following clause be 
added to the Bill:— 

“ Every person who has been admitted and enrolled as a writer 
to the signet, or as a solicitor in the Supreme Courts of Scot- 
land, or as a procurator before any of the Sheriff Courts of 
Scotand, and who, after being so admitted and enrolled, has 
been bound by, and has duly served under, articles of clerkship 
in England or Wales to a practising attorney or solicitor for 
the term of three years, and has been examined and sworn in 
manner directed by the first hereinbefore mentioned Act, and 
by this Act, may be admitted and enrolled as an attorney and 
solicitor; and service for any part of the said term not exceeding 
one year with the London agent of such attorney or solicitor in 
the proper business, practice, or employment of an attorney or 
solicitor, either by virtue of any stipulation, or with the permis- 
sion of such attorney or solicitor, shall be, and be deemed to 
have been, good service under such articles for such part of the 
said term.” 

The clause was read a second time, and ordered to be added 
to the Bill. 

Mr, Ma ins then noved the following clause, which stood im 
his name:—“ In every case where by statutory provision or by 
custom the'qualification of asolicitor or attorney to hold any office 
is his having been admitted and enrolled as an attorney or soli- 
citor a prescribed period, every person who, either before the pass- 
ing of this Act has been or hereafter shall be called to the degree 
of utter barrister in England, and who, having been subsequently 
disbarred, has been admitted and enrolled as an attorney or soli- 
citor, shall, in lieu of such qualification as aforesaid, be qualified 
to hold any such office on the completion of the prescribed 
period, to be reckoned from the date of such person being called 
to the degree of an utter barrister in England.” 

The clause was read a second time and also ordered to stand 
part of the Bill. 

Mr. Boviit, on the part of Mr. Murray, moved to insert 
in clause 18, which gives power to charge fees for registrar's 
certificate and for the examinations the following words:—“The 
registrar shall yearly render an account of all sums of money 
received in respect thereof, and of the application of the 
same.” 

Agreed to. 

And at the end of the same clause the hon. and learned 
gentleman moved to add the following proviso:—‘ Provided 
that a copy of such account so rendered as aforesaid shall be 
open to the inspection of any attorney or solicitor at the Hall 
of the Incorporated Law Society.” 

Agreed to. 

Mr. Lyeon, in the absence of Mr. Knient, moved the addi- 
tion of the following proviso to clause 18:—~“ Provided, that 
the aforesaid sums of 5s. shall, after defraying the expenses 
attending the registrar's certificate, be applied either in the con- 
duct of proceedings at law or in equity, instituted in respect of 
some contravention of this Act, or other professional misconduct 
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by an attorney, solicitor,or proctor, orin other reasonable mea- 
sures adopted by the said Incorporated Law Society forthe detec- 
tion or prevention of such contraventions or other misconduct.” 

Mr. Bovrix said, he objected to this addition to the clause, 
and he believed it was opposed by the profession generaliy 
(cries'of“ Oh, Oh!” and “ Progress”). Mr. Bovill said, the Bill 
would not detain the House five minutes, and ‘he merely wished to 
explain that there had been some hundreds of petitions in favour 
of the clause as it stood, while not one petition had been pre- 
sented against the clause, and no objection taken to it except 
by the hon. member for Worcestershire (Mr. Knight). 

The SoLicrroR-GENERAL said, he also objected to this pro- 
viso, and he hoped the House would reject it. 

Mr. Matins, in a few words, concurred in the objections taken 
to the proviso. 

The question that it be added to the Bill was put and the 
Speaker declared that the “ Noes ” had it. 

On the motion of Mr. Bovra1,in the absence of Mr. Murray, 
several verbal amendments to clause 20 were agreed to, and 
the clause as amended was as follows:—=“ Every certificate is- 
sued by the registrar between the 15th day of November and 
the 16th day of December in any year shall bear date on the 
16th of November, and shall take effect on that day for all 
purposes, provided it be stamped before the 16th day of Dec- 
ember; and in every such case the 16th day of November shall, 
for the purpose of this Act, be deemed to be the date of the 
payment of the duty; but if sach certificate be not so stamped 
it shall take effect, as regards the qualification to practise, on 
the day on which it is stamped; and every certificate issued 
at any other time shall bear date on the day on which it is 
issued, and subject to the provision herein contained relating 
to certificates stamped after the 1st day of January in any 
year, and not produced within a month to be entered by the 
registrar, shall take effect as regards such qualification on the 
day on which it is stamped; and every certificate shall be 
and continue in force from the day on which it ‘shall take 
effect as aforesaid, until the 15th day of November next 
following, inclusive, and no longer; and any list of attorneys, 
solicitors, and conveyancers, purporting to be published by 
the anthority of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, and 
to contain the nanses of attornies, solicitors, and conveyancers, 
who have obtained stamped certificates for the current year 
on or before the Ist day of January in the same year, shall, 
until the contrary be made to appear, be evidence in all courts, 
anid before all justices of the peace and others, that the 
persons named therein as attornies, solicitors, or conveyan- 
cers, holding such certificates as aforesaid for the current 
year, are attorneys, solicitors, or conveyancers, holding 
such certificates; and the absence of the nane of 
any person from such list shall, until the contrary 
be made to appear, be evidence as aforesaid that such person is 
not qualified to practise as an attorney, solicitor, or conveyancer 
under a certificate for the current year; but in the case of any 
person being an attorney or solicitor, whose name does not 
appear in such list, an extract from the roll of attorneys and 
solicitors kept by the registrar, certified under the hand 
of the secretary of the Incorporated Law Society (while 
such society performs the duties of registrar), or of the regis- 
trar for the time being, shall be evidence as aforesaid of the 
facts appearing in such extract; and in the case of any person 
being a conveyancer, whose name does not appear on such list, 
the fact of his being so shall be proved in the way in which it 
is now by law required to be proved.” 

Mr. Axgron, in the absence of Mr. John Locke, moved in 
clause 26, which provided for payment of costs in matters of 
lunacy in case of death, to leave out the words “has been or.” 
He wished to explain that the object of the amendment was to 





prevent the retrospective operation of the clause. He thonghij 
the House would be indisposed to affirm the principle of any 
clause being retrospective. These professional gentlemen would 
obtain a great advantage by the clause, and it was too much tp 
ask the House to agree to this sort of legislation for the 
benefit. 

Mr. H. B. Supripan said the clause which had been moved 
in his name and agreed to, had had the part of it which had 
retrospective operation struck out. 

Mr. Maus opposed the amendment, and considered that thete 
could be no substantial objection to the clause as it stood. 

The question was then put, that the words “has been or,”do 
stand part of the clause, and— 

The House divided. 

For the words «.......44. rvdscaceees SI eS ce 
Against them ..sscrcccecresssessevereccsersecsaccecses 1G 


Majority 27 


The amendment was accordingly negatived. 

Mr, Arto then moved, on the part of Mr. John Locke, it 
amendment to the same clause, the object of which was to limit 
the power of the Court to grant costs against the estate of an 
idiot, lunatic, or person of unsound mind, to a period of twelve 
months after the death of such idiot, lunatic, or person of un 
sound mind. 

This amendment was negatived. 

Mr. Contvenam said they were legislating at that timed 
the night (a quarter to three, Friday morning) in respect of 
matters of which they aid not know the effect. To the resilt 
of the division which had just taken place he wished to place 
his objection to the clause on record. (Oh, Oh!) 

Mr. LyGon then, on behalf of Mr. Knight, proposed to strike 
out clause 25, which provided that interest should be paid 
costs in certain cases. The hon. member said he would not, at 
that late hour, enter at length into the objections to the claus, 
but would simply state that clause 19, to the same effect, and 
which was in the former print of the Bill, was struck out. The 
clause gave power to the Court to order interest to be paid to 
attorneys; and he believed an inquiry was made in the course 
of last year into what would be the effect of making this alters- 
tion, and it was considered that if interest was to be allowed it 
would be necessary to revise the present scale of charges and 
allowances (hear, hear). , 

Mr. P. O’Brien said the hon. member had brought forward 
& question which might create considerable discussion; and # 
there was on the paper some other and more important busi 
ness, he felt inclined to move that the debate be adjourned. 
(No, no!) 

Mr. Mains said this clause was altogether different to the 
one referred to by his hon. friend. 

Mr. Boviiz said the clause did not enable a solicitor to 
charge interest, but it merely empowered the Court to give in- 
terest if the judge thought fit to do so. 

The question was then put, and the amendment was nega- 
tived without a division. 

Mr. Bovitt said there was another amendment in the namé 
of Mr. John Locke, on clause 26, and as the effect would be 
prevent the alleged injustice contemplated by the hon. member 
for Brighton. He would, in the absence of the hon. and learned 
member for Southwark, take upon himself to move it, The 
proviso was, “that it shall not be lawful for the Court or judge 
to make any such order, but witlffm six years next after the 
fight to recover such costs, charges, and expenses shall have 
accrued.” ' 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mz, Bovma. then moved to add tothe ond of clause 91 
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which related to certificated conveyancers, the following pro- 
yiso:—“ Provided always, that the clause shall not extend or 

to any person who, at the time of the passing of this Act, 
shall be lawfully practising as a certificated conveyancer.” 

The proviso was agreed to, and ordered to be added to the 
clause. 

Mr. HapFiELp said the hon. member for Liskeard (Mr. B. 
Osborne) had an amendment on the paper relating to certificated 
conveyancers, 

Mr. Bovitx said the amendment had now become unneces- 
sary, a8 his own proviso just agreed to met the case contem- 
plated. All the amendments having been considered, the Bill 
was ordered to be in the paper for third reading on Friday. 


THE Scene at GuiLprorD. 


Colonel FrENcH gave notice that, on going into committee 
of supply to-morrow, he would call the attention of the House 
tothe recent occurrences that had taken place at the assizes at 
Guildford, and ask the Home Secretary whether he was pre- 
pared to lay the correspondence that had taken place on the 
subject on the table. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR Dest. 


Mr. E. James gave notice that early in the next session, he 
vould call the attention of ‘the House to the expediency of the 
abolition of imprisonment for debt, where such debt had been 
contracted without fraud; and to the policy of enacting a mea- 
sure by which the property of non-traders might more readily 
be made available for the liquidation of their debts, without 
subjecting them to the provisions of the laws of bankruptcy. 





NOTICES OF MOTION. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, August 20. 
TRUSTEES, MortTeaGEEs, &c. 
This Bill to be read a second time. 


DEBToRs AND CREDITORS Act AMENDMENT. 
The second reading deferred until this day. 


Tuesday, August 21. 
ENDOWED CHARITIES. 


yer enone until this day. 
. M’ Manon will move the insertion of the follo 
dause after clause 11:— “ 
“The 13th section of the Charitable Trusts Act, 1853, is 
hereby repealed, and the same powers, jurisdictions, and autho- 
nity that are by the said Act (as amended by the Charitable 
Trusts Act, 1853, and this Act) vested in the district courts of 
ptcy and county courts shall, within the City of London 
md the liberties thereof, be possessed and exercised by the 
court holden in the said city, under the provisions of ‘ The 
London (City) Small Debts Extension Act, 1852.’” 


- 
+> 


Correspondence, 


LAW LIST.—ATTORNEYS AND SOLICITORS. 


Sm,—No doubt the suggestion made by Mr. Miller in your 
number would be a beneficial one and involving little 
ttouble—for although it is possible, even now, to ascertain the 
various places in which any country attorney may choose to 
fore by referring to the index of their names in the “ Law 
the process is somewhat tedious, particularly in such a 
tse as the one mentioned, involving as it would a reference to 
ten places, at the very least. 
other and more material question, however, as it appears co 
m, arises on the other point mentioned by Mr. Miller, namely, 
tefusal of the application to the Court against Mr. X. Y. on 
ground that he was agent for Mr. Miller, and that no prece- 
existed for one attorney invoking the aid of the Court 
his own agent !—Surely, if no such precedent exist 
(Which I much doubt) the sooner one be established the 
j~but was X. Y. the authorised agent to receive the 








debt and costs? I conceive not, and that he had no more 
authority to do so on behalf of the plaintiff, than any ordinary 
process server. The case of Yates v. Freckelton, 3 Doug., 628, 
mentioned in Chitty’s Practice, 9th edition, 170—confirms this 
view—and therefore if the application had been refused because 
X. Y. had not received the money as Mr. Miller's agent but as 
attorney for the defendant, and therefore that the application 
ought to have been made by the defendant, I could have better 
understood it. : 

I (as most town attorneys must) have frequent occasion to 
send writs for service to unknown agents in the country; but I 
never for 2 moment supposed, and have yet to learn, that I 
thereby constitute my correspondent an agent to settle with 
the defendant—it no doubt frequently occurs, that a defendant 
does pay the amount to the agent employed, but by so doing 
he adopts him as his own attorney, and consequently at his 
own risk. 

A Lonbon ATTORNEY. 





7 
—— 


The Provinces. 


Fae ay VaR gm 4—At the Magistrates’ Chamber, 
before J. T. Senior, Esq., Dr. Connel, and the Rey. C. E. Gray, 
the question came before the bench of magistrates as to whether 
volunteers in uniform, &c., in going to or returning from duty 
are exempt from toll, The information stated that . James 
Archer, of Aylesbury, being the collector of tolls at a certain 
gate there {called Holman’s Bridge Gate, did demand and take 
from John Lucas the sum of fourpence halfpenny for the toll for 
a horse and gig which was conveying him to Aylesbury, for the 
purpose of attending and taking part in the exercise of the Volun- 
teer corps. Mr. Husted, the lessee of the turnpike trust, and who 
was the real defendant, on the case being called on, asked for an 
adjournment in order that he might have an opportunity of 
looking into the law and producing to the bench the decisions 
of the London magistrates, who, he alleged, were of opinion that 
volunteers were not exempt from toll. If the bench would allow 
the matter to stand over, he would not in the meantime take toll 
from any volunteers. The Bench said they would deal with 
the case on its merits, and would at once proceed with it. 
Decisions with which they had nothing to do might have been 
given against the volunteers, and they might have been given 
in their favour.—Mr. Senior enquired whether Mr. Husted 
would demand toll of the yeomanry on duty?—Mr. Husted ; 
No, not if they were on horseback; but I would if they were in 
a gig—Mr. Lucas then stated that on the day in question he 
was proceeding in a gig in uniform to attend drill at Aylesbury 
and, on arriving at the turnpike-gate in the Buckingham-road 
near the entrance to the town, the gate-keeper Archer deman- 
ded toll of him ; upon which he claiming exemp- 
tion, and stating that he did so as a volunteer. It was of no 
avail, however, so he paid the toll, and lodged the present 
information. He did not wish a heavy fine to be imposed, his 
object being to test the point of whether volunteers were 
exempt from toll in going to and returning from duty. The 
$2nd clause of the General Turnpike Act, 3rd Geo, 4, cap. 
126, under which exemption from toll was claimed, was then 

upon which the defendant again pressed for an adjournment, 
which was again refusedj; and the defendant was ultimately 
fined in the nominal penalty of one shilling, and 8s. 6d. costs. 


LIvERPOOL.— Aug. 13.— Payment of Witnesses in relation to 
the Increase of Crime—Presentment by the Grand Jury.—The 
grand jury, in presenting the last ,batch of indictments to the 
Court, were congratulated by the learned judgein the usual terms. 
Mr.°A. Egerton, M.P., the foreman, called his lordship’s atten- 
tion to a communication which the grand jury desired to be read 
to the court, and accordingly read the following presentment :— 
“The grand jury for the southern division of the county of Lan- 
caster, at the August assizes, 1860, desire to state their opinion 
that the reduction in the scale of allowances to witnesses at ses~ 
sions and assizes, made under an order of Secretary Sir George 
Grey, bearing date Feb. 9, 1858, has produced, and is likely to 
continue to produce, a most important influence upon the admin- 
istration of justice and the state’of crime. The scale of allow- 
ance in force previous to the above order may be described as 
recognising the general principle that all persons attending 
under recognisances to give evidence in criminal prosecutions 
should receive reasonable compensation for their necessary expen- 
diture, and, to some extent and in certain cases, for their loss of 
time. This scale was no doubt in some cases abused by the 





824 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, Ave. 18, 1860, 








granting of excessive and improper allowances, and the grand 
jery is of opinion that measures for the prevention of 
such abuses would have been proper and desirable, 
But the seale sanctioned by Sir Grey proceeds upon a 
principle which is entirely opposite to that of the previous one, 
and which may be deseribed as being, in substance, that a uni- 
form and low scale of payment, not more than fairly adequate 
to the wages of an unskilled labourer, should be adopted in’ ali 
ordinary cases, with a higher one in the case of ‘members of 
the profession of the law or of medicine,’ and a lower one’ in 
the case of the police. The full effect of the new scale was 
not immediately felt, as its character did not at once become 
- erally krown. Its practical result is now clearly found to 
those members of the jury who habitually discharge 
the ordinary duties of magistrates are painfully aware of the 
fact —that there isin the great majority of instances a decided 
and increasing disinclination to forward the administration of 
justice by aiding in the apprehension and conviction of offen- 
ders, inasmuch as every person so doing now subjects himself 
not only to trouble and ineonvenience, which probably he 
might be very ready to undergo, bat to a direct pecuniary loss, 
which in many cases is @ very serious ofie to himself and his 
family ; and that such should be the case is generally felt to be 
grossly unreasonable and unjust: Persons who are robbed are 
now in many cases most reluctant to prosecute, inasmuch: as 
prosécution only subjects them to a certain serious loss in ad- 
dition to what they have already incurred; and with all persons 
Whose general or special duty it would be to aid in the detec- 
tion of crime, there is a general disposition, more or less, to es- 
ape, if possible, the performance of a duty which subjects the 
pétson who fulfils it to an inevitable, and to him often a serious 
pecuniary penalty. As a striking illustration of these facts, it 
may be stated that in the case of the police, who receive their 
ordinary y pay when in attendance at sessions and assizes, the 
farther allowance is so inadequate to meet the additional ex- 
ture’ Which they unavoidably incur when living away 
their own homes, that it.is a great hardship upon them to 
be required to undertake the di e of any daty involving 
attendatice at sessions or assizes; and théy naturally feel most re- 
t to do so, unleas when imperatively required, or uiless 
they are held harmless against loss from sotne other source. 
Th the very serious duty of bicine ppariets Cotivictions, gene- 
tilly performed by governors and other superior officers of gaols, 
aid which often can be satisfactorily performed by no one else, 
thie allowance is so inadequate to the needful expenditure ineur- 
red, that governors of gaols cannot ordinarily discharge this duty 
Without serious pecaniary loss in yee instance; and governors 
of gaols cannot now ordinarily be relied upon to discharge it at 
all unless served with a subpasna, which involves expense to the 
Ptiblic, but does not save the governor from pecuniary loss. It 
may be further stated that in the case of pawnbrokers, whose 
assistance is constantly needed in the tracing of stolen property, 
pk ered TF hae Tee eat peg and are 
subject of strong complaint. nd jury, whilst givii 
all due sed t the scebottis of febbematories ind vehoete 
Whose efforts the grand jury earnestly desire should not be cotn- 
téracted by other causes, believe that the results of the circum- 
stances to which they have adverted pen be distinctly traced in 
this county as a material cause of the lighter calendars at as- 
aizes and quarter sessions, and the teduced number of in- 
thates of our gaols, and as leading to the existetice of 
4 larger amount of criminal population at latge 
and unchecked, engaged in the perpetration of crime 
themselves and in the corruption of others. A natu- 
ral consequence appears to be the extension in this county, 
and probably elsewhere, of crimes of the more serious class, to 
Which your lordship adverted in your charge. And the grand 
jury finally declare their belief that, unless the scale to which 
they have adverted,—i uced, it may be observed, by the 
sole authority of the Secretary of State, without any sanction 
of Parliament,—be abandoned, and a more equitable system 
introduced, all efforts for the diminution of crime and for the 
amelioration of society will be rendered comparatively un- 
availing by a misplaced economy, and that the amount of 
serious crime shown in the calendar for the present assizes, 
which your lordship and the grand jury alike lament, is likely 
to continue, and probably to increase. ALGERNON EoErron, 
Foreman.”—His lordship stated in reply that he had no power 
in the matter, but would forward the memorial to the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department; and he recommended that 
& subject on which so decided an opinion had been expressed 
by gentlemen—whose position so well enabled them to form 
% sound judgment, should be brought by them under the con- 
sideration of Parliament. The grand jury then retired. 





Norwich.—A rather ludicrous litigation has been 
for about six months in the Episcopal Consistorial Court of the 
diocess of Norwich, The dispute related to an annual pa 
of 7s. 7}d., claimed by the Archdeacon of Norfolk (the Vey, 
W. A. Bouverie) from the Rev. W. L. Barnes, rector of 
ton, and refused by the latter gentleman for various 
principal one that no visitation had taken place at ra i 
in 1857, 1858, and 1859. The payment, on the part of the 
Archdeacon, was claimed as commutation for “victuals,” which 
it was in olden times customary to set before Archdeaconsin 
the course of their labours. The Chancellor of the Court, in 
giving judgment, expressed his opinion that the payment haj 
been shown to have been in existence more than 300 years, and 
was supported by modern practice, which Mr. Barnes had 
altégether failed to disprove. Mr. Barnes, who is supported by 
some of the clergy, intends to appeal to a higher court, as it is 
contended that the question is one of general interest to the 
Church at large, especially as archdeaconries will become 
sinecures if Government inspectors of churches are appointed, 
as lately proposed. 

SMerHwick.—Election of Coroner.—On the 9th instant, a 
meeting of the freeholders of this hamlet was held to 
the return of Edwin Hooper, Esq., to the vacant office of coroner 
for this district, occasioned by the universally-regretted death 
of the late G. Hinchliffe, Esq. Although the announcement of 
this meeting was only made a few hours previously, the large 
room was completely filled—Mr. Hicks was called to the chair, 
and after referring to the object of the meeting, and paying a 
just tribute to the memory of Mr. Hinchliffe, went on to 
to the claims or pretensions of the several candidates ; he said 
that since he had entered the room the retirement of Mr. Cad- 
dick had been announced, in a printed circular from that gen- 
tleman himself, so that, as far ashe knew, there were only 
two candidates in the field, and in order to avoid an enormons 
sacrifice of money on the part of both, he hoped immediately 
to hear of the retirement of one of these, and that, of cours, 
of the gentleman who found himself second best in the canvas. 
As far as his own personal feeling went, the Chairman said he 
would rather see both Mr, Hooper and Mr. Jackson withdraw, 
and a medical man installed in the office ; but since it was doubt- 
ful whether a surgeon could be found so unwise as to throw 
away a fortune in an expensive contest, as this must be if per 
sisted in, they must allow the lawyers to pursue it, and all that 
rested with the meeting todo was to support the best candidate 
of the two. He believed that nine out of ten would give their 
votes to Mr. Hooper, on the ground of his superior competency. 
Both candidates were equally respectable men, and well known 
and in high repute in the legal profession ; but Mr. Hooper had 
already been in harness four years, as Deputy Coroner. He 
had given the best evidence of his iudgment, talent, and 
other ifications ; he was a tried and proved man, and 
one at relied upon to do his duty, and sustain himself in the 
reputation gained by those who preceded him, and already 
gained b, self. For these reasons he asked the meeting to 
stipport Mr. Hooper ; and the canvass in Smethwick and 
Harborne proved that the freeholders were of one mind, for he 
could assure them that Mr. Hooper had already promised to 
him, by men too honest to waver, an immense majority of the 
votes and uhregistered. After some fu observa- 
tions, Mr. Vernon proposed a resolution es yery the opinion 
of the meeting that Mr. Hooper was the most eligible candidate 
for the office, and pledging those present to use the utmost 
exertion to secure his success—Mr. A. Keen seconded this 
resolution, joining on to it some-remarks as to the propriety of 
first completing and then renewing the canvass without inter- 
mission up to the time of the poll, or the retirement of Mr. 
Hooper’s ent, 

We cos Receanalass With the merits of either of the cat- 
didates, and do not, theréfore, by the insertion of the above 

wish to preclude our readers from forming theif 

own judgment on their respective fitness for the office. 


aii 
— 


Ereland, 


THE RIGHT HON. F. BLACKBURNE. 


A rumour has been prevalent fo? a few days past that this 
eminent lawyer and dndge was dangerously ill. On inguity it 
was ascertained that he had been for some weeks suffering from 
an attack of gout, which assumed a dangerous form on Sunday, 
the 11th inst, when it attacked the head, and excited much 
alarm for his safety. The skill of Mr. Adams, the eminest 
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surgeon, however,- contributed to dissipate the danger, and we 
are happy to state the learned gentleman is in a fair way of 


perovery , 


+ The Lord-Lieutenant has appointed Mr. Charles Kernon, an 
@ninent solicitor, to the clerkship of the peace for the city of 
Dublin, vacated by the death of Mr. Dickenson. The emolu- 
gients are estimated at £800 a-year. This exercise of viceregal 
patronage has given great satisfaction to parties of all shades 
of politics. 


= 
> 


Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


Jernsey.—The administration of the criminal law of the 
island has been commented upon by one of the weekly perio- 
dicals, It states that last summer (1859) a girl found guilty 
@ infanticide was bailed out for £10. A year or two before a 
man who shot his sister, and was tried for manslaughter, got off 
seot-free among the cheers of his party. More lately, two 
drankards quarrelled in a gig, and one tried to seize the gun of 
the other, the other in the scramble shot him and wounded him; 
the wounded man got well, but the aggressor was sentenced to 
seven years’ transportation, and his property confiscated to the 
fordof the manor, thus punishing his innocent family by a bar- 
barous feudal law. Some time ago a poor little French boy was 
killed by a blow from a Jersey butcher-boy, whom the Jersey 
jury entirely acquitted. No French or English resident is said to 
have much chance with an islander in the civil courts, and on 
an occasion lately, when by some accident or mistake justice was 
tone, the Jersey-man was heard to exclaim as he went out, 
“What a shame it is that foreigners should be allowed to beat 
win our own courts !” 





» 
> 


Redbiews. 


— 


The Wild Fowler, a Treatise on Ancient and Modern Wild Fowl: 
ing, Historical and Practical. By Henry Coneman Foik- 
ee Esq., Barrister-at-law. London: Piper, Stevenson, 





Mr. Folkard, who is a junior batrister of the Western 
Cireuit, appears to have been somewhat doubtful about the 
of inscribing his name upon the title page of this trea- 

and is very anxious that his merits as a sportsman should 

tot produce an impression of his ignorance or indifference about 
iiore important pursuits. Inasmuch as any apology of this 
Kind comes with peculiar force at the opening of the long va- 
‘ation, when the whole profession is going or gone “to the 
untry,” and there is by common consent something like 
tuiversal relaxation throughout its ranks, we thought it right 
for the sake of our author, to  poeegene our notice of his most 
interesting book until Lord e 1 had actually concluded 
s in Lincoln’s inn Hall, and every lawyer that 

er pulled.a trigger would lend a kindly ear to the pleasant 
talk and graphic anecdotes of one who is a true English sports- 
tan, as well as a junior barrister of the Western Circuit. We 
thust not, however, anticipate the joys of the heather, nor forget 
the gravity of our office, by even touching upon subjects which 
wine properly to the class of literature which 'is called sport- 
tng. e shall only say that Mr. Folkard writes like an en- 
thusiastic and experienced sportsman, and in the language of 
scholar and a gentleman. A history of the arts of wild 
, ancient and modern, in his hands is highly interest- 

and shows considerable research; while his book abounds 
interesting anecdotes drawn from his own experience as a 


Our author, being a lawyer, treats us, of course, as occasion 
Mequires, to something about the law of wildfowling. He refers 
% the Digest toshow what the Roman laws were on the subject of 
“apturing fowl by nets, and he gives us a chapter upon the English 

ofdecoys, “There is” (he says). “a distinction, recognised 

law, between an ancient and a modern decoy. If by long per- 

Mission or uninterrupted enjoyment, a decoy becomes established 

without interference by the owners of adjacent lands, the occu- 
in the free exercise 


joining lands, or others, becomes a privileged place; and a pro- 

me ers, right to command the accustomed quietude neves- 
sary for the successful operations of his art. Though a mancan 
have no property in wild fowl when they are flying abroad, yet he 
has when they are in his decoy, and he must not wilfully be dis- 
turbed or hindered by other men in his operations. If a man 
wilfully or maliciously drives wild fowl away from or prévents 
their going to a decoy, that is actionable. In case of a modernly- 
established decoy, which may not have attained long or unin- 
terrupted quietude of enjoyment, it is lawful to fire off a gun 
or shoot from one’s own land at wild fowl which may appa- 
rently be going direct to the pond, and at the time very near 
to the same. But secus in the vase of an old established decoy 
The remedy is by action on the case, when the injury has been 
committed outside the decoy, but by action of trespass when 
committed within the decoy-grounds.” 

Mr. Folkard also gives a chapter on the swan laws, and 
another on the laws ting wildfowl, woodcocks, and snipes. 
so that even if there was no such thing for lawyers as the long, 
vacation, and Mr. Folkard had to rest his claims upon their 
regard simply upon his achievements as a legal author, he might 
safely challenge our praise for what he has done in this respect 
alone. We recommend the work to our readers, however, not 
so much for the sake of the law of wild fowls, woodcocks, &e., 
as on account of its peculiar suitableness to lawyers at this 
time of the year, and because it aes en it is for a 
diligent practising lawyer to becomea distingui sportsman. 
Mr. Folkard has written a very delightful book, and one emi- 
nently fitted for those who desire to enjoy the interval of time 
from hence, until cras sanctorwm, when they must give up all 
notion of wild fowling, and devote themselves to the pursuit of 
other game. 


The Law Magazine and Law Review; or, Quarterly Journal of 
\ , for August, 1860. London: Butterworths, 
The August number of our legal quarterly commences with 
an interesting review of Mr, Forster's “ Arrest of the Five Mem- 
bers.” It contains besides a very instructive article on that 
branch of maritime law which relates to the master and owner 
of a ship; a review of Mr. Lindley’s “Treatise on the Law of 
Partnership,” another on Mr. Heron’s “ Introduction to the His- 
tory of Jurisprudence,” which we lately noticed; and a third on 
Mr. Tudor’s “ MercantileLaw.” Lord Campbell’s Law and Equity 
Bill finds in “The Law Magazine” an able supporter, and this 
Journal a formidable opponent, on the subject of the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s pending Law and Equity Bill. There is in the t 
number an article following up the vigorous defence of the Bill 
commenced by the “Law Magazine” of May last, and “strongly 
in favour of the entire principles and most of the provisions of the 
Law and Equity Bill.” Im addition to the articles to which we 
have referred, there are othersrelating to the civilians of Doctors’ 
Commons, the Regulations affecting Commission Agents, Repor- 
ters and Reporting, and other subjects. The “Law Magazine,” 
moreover, being now the recognised organ for the publication of 
the papers selected by the Law Amendment Society, gives at 
length in this number, the paper on the Sckeme for the Estab- 
lishment of a Law University, by Mr. J. Napier Higgins, which was 
recently read before that society, and also the report of a special 
committee appointed by the society to consider the state of the 
law respecting the confinement of persons alleged to be lunatics. 


» = 
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Societies and Enstitutions, 


STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

The following is a copy of the last Report of the Com- 
mittee of this Society. It was presented to the members at a 
recent meeting :~— 

Gentlemen, It is now the duty of your committee, pre- 
viously to resigning into your hands the trust you have reposed 
in them, to lay before you the report of the proceedings of 
themselves and the society during the past year. Your com- 
mittee have met from time to time. as oecasion required, for 
the purpose of considering the various questions proposed for 
discussion; and out of thirty-five questions carefully examined 
by your committee, they have accepted eighteen, and rejected 
seventeen. There have been fifteen legal questions discussed 
by the society during the past year, and also nine jurispruden- 
tial questions. The society has also oceupied five evenings in 
discussions upon the rules of debate and business, and 
although, after much consideration by a committee appointed 








for that purpose, as well as by the society itself, no positive 
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conclusion has been arrived at; yet benefit has’ doubtless 
accrued by the ventilation of this subject, and the increased 
general knowledge thereby diffused among the members of the 
society. The society numbers at present 104 members, which, 
though not an increase, is no sensible decrease; but it is suffi- 
cient to remind the society of the necessity for the continued 
exertions of all its members; and your committee wish parti- 
cularly to impress upon the younger members of the society, 
that the benefit to be derived from their connection with it can 
best be attained by careful reading upon the subjects proposed 
previous to their discussion, and by the encouragement of that 
social feeling and esprit de corps which leads to combined effort 
and common good, Nineteen new members have been added 
to the roll of the society, which, compared with forty-five who 
joined the previous year, shows a decrease in the number of 
members of twenty-six. Twenty-two members have resigned, 
or have been erased for absence, or non-payment of fines or 
subscriptions. The decrease in the total number of members 
is three. At each of the examinations during the year, mem- 
bers have obtained prizes or certificates of merit, and their 
number forms a considerable proportion of the number of those 
who have thus honourably distinguished themselves. 

Mr. Bradford has been appointed to the office of secretary 
in the room of Mr. Matthews, who resigned. And Mr. Mat- 
thews has filled the vacancy in the committee caused by the 
acceptance, by Mr. Bradford, of the office of secretary. The 
treasurer’s account has been audited, and shows a balance in 
favour of the society of £37 18s. 4d. 

Your committee have now only to resign their office; and in 
so doing they commend the above statistics to your careful 
consideration, and ask the society to continue the supply of 
questions for discussion. In the reading or practice of every 
member, many such questions must from time to time occur, 
and it is from such sources that the most useful discussions 
arise, Your committed trust that their exertions will, on the 
whole, meet with the society’s approval; and they conclude 
with the hope that their successors ‘will more than emulate 
their efforts, and that they may have the good fortune to con- 
gratulate the society upon a greater amount of prosperity and 
usefulness. . 

(Signed) Danie J. MILLER. 
JOSEPH PLASKITT. 
M. MarrHews. 
Lewis WINCKWORTH. 
Epwarp LawRaNce, Jun. 
F. W. Marcuanr. 
J. Braprorp, Secretary. 


LE ee 
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GEORGE THOMAS THOMPSON, ESQ. 


We have to record the decease of this gentleman, whose 
death we regret to say was the result of an accident caused by 
the explosion of a gun. Mr. Thompson, who was a lieutenant 
in the artillery volunteers at Dover, was engaged with the 
members of the corps at target practice. For this purpose 
three guns were mounted along the front of the battery of the 
fort at Dover, and were pointed at the target which was placed 
at the necessary distance out in the channel. The guns were 
the 32 pounders used by the Royal Artillery. The centre gun 
of the three on being fired exploded, through, as it is supposed, 
a flaw being in it. Mr. Thompson with several other members 
of the corps were sitting upon the right-hand parapet of the 
fort overlooking the ditch or foss which cuts off the line of. 
fortifications from the adjacent country, and on the explosion 
taking place he with six others was hurled over into the ditch, 
which is between twenty and thirty feet deep. The unfortunate 
gentleman got upon his legs for a moment after the accident, 
and with that kindness of heart for which he was remarkable, 
said to those near him, “Iam not hurt; let us see about the 
others!” but on turning round in the endeavour to carry out 
this benevolent design he fell backwards and expired. Mr. 

pson was the coroner for the h of Dover, the regis- 
trar, solicitor, and auditor to the en and assistants of 
Dover Harbour, clerk to the Dover and Barham Downs turn- 
pike trusts, and clerk to the county magistrates. He. was 
universally esteemed and deeply regretted by all classes of his 
fellow townsmen, to whom he had endeared himself by his 
courtesy and kindness. 

[cathe comme 





Gquity Precedents. 


We commence to-day a series of equity precedents, which we 
hope will be found useful, not only to students, but to, prac. 
titioners, It is our intention to give first a few forms of bi 
of a somewhat special character, which will have some interest 
for beginners; but,our main design will be to furhish, solicitors 
with a collection of practical forms for business at chambers, 
The following is . 
A Bill for administration, praying special inquiries co 

infants, and for the appointment of guardians. 

IN. CHANCERY. Filed ——, 1858, 

Master oF THE Rotts. bye 


Between S..C., E.C., C. C,, F, C,, A. C., 0. C., and E.C, 
respectively infants under the age of twenty-one years, by 
G. C., their next friend, and the said G. C., X. C., ¥. G, 
and Z, C., Plaintiffs, and. E. C..the elder, G. M., D.C, 
and E. his wife, D. C., H. C., W. S. and C. his wife, De. 


fendants. 
Bill of Complaint, 
To the Right Honourable, &c., 

Humbly complaining, shew unto his Lordship S. C., E. €, 
C. C.F. C,, A.C., O. e. and E. C., respectively infants under 
the age of twenty-one years, and now residing at ——, in the 
parish of ——, in the county of ——, by G. C., of ——, 
farmer, their next friend, and the said G. C., X. C., of —, 
spinster, Y. C,, of ——, farmer, and Z. C., of ——, gentleman 
(the above-named plaintiffs) as follows: ? 

1. [Statement of will (dated 1837) whereby the testator de- 
vised all his real estates (except estates vested in him as trustes 
or mortgagee) unto defendants E. C, and G. M., their heirs and 
assigns for ever; upon trust for sale and to apply the money to 
arise from sale, in manner thereinafter expressed, upon trusts 
for the benefit of his wife for her life, and after her 
death, of his children. Trustees to beat liberty to posts. 
pone sale, and during suspense of sale, to have full power 
to let estates from year to year, or for any term not ex 
ceeding seven years in possession, or, at their option, to take 
possession thereof, and manage and improve same, and expend 
a competent part of trust moneys for the purpose, and to cut 
and sell timber. Bequest of residue of personal estate unto 
the defendants E. C. and G. M., their executors, administra- 
tors, and assigns upon the trusts therein muon 

2. The said testator G. C. died on the —— day of ——, leav- 
ing his.widow S. C. him ‘surviving, and leaving the plaintiffs 
and M., the wife of W. M., and the defendants E, C, 
H. C., C. S., and the secondly named defendant D. C., his 
the said testator’s children him surviving, and leaving the 
secondly named defendant D, C. his the said testator’s son and 
heir-at-law, and also leaving the said defendants D, C. and his 
six brothers the said testator’s coheirs in gavelkind. 

3. The defendants, E. C. the elder, G. M., and the said §.C, 
the widow, duly proved the said will in the Prerogative Court 
of the Archbishop of Canterbury, on the —— day of a 
and they thereby became the legal mal re tatives 
the said testator, and the defendants E. C. the elder, and G. M, 
are now his legal personal representatives. it 

4. The said testator was at the time of his decease possessed 
of a large leasehold farm at ——, held under ——, upon 
which and also upon certain land of which he was the owner 
in fee and certain arable land which he held as tenant from 
year to year at rack rent, the said testator carried on the 
business of a farmer and grazier. 

5. It is alleged by the defendants E. C. thé elder, and G. M, 
that on account of its being more for the benefit of the tes' . 
family to continue the said farming business than to sell the 
said estates, they did in fact continue the same farming business 
and did not sell the said leasehold farm, or give up the said 
tenancy at rack rent, but renewed the said lease at the tine 
when the same in the usual course became renewable, and 
the fine for such renewal out of the said testator’sestate; and itis 
alleged that the said lease so renewed is now a valuable portion 
of the said testator’s estate, though in fact the same 
according to the usual course, again become renewable ia 
the year ——, and a fine for such renewal will then have to be 

aid. . 

6. It is further alleged by the defendants E, C. the elder, and 
G. M., that the said S. C., the widow and the secondly named 
defendant, D. C., and the defendants E, C., H. C., and C.§ 
(then C. C.), and the defendant D, C., the husband of the 
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some other time, sign and give to the defendants ©. C. the elder 
mi G. M., a written consent that they the said E. C. the elder, 
G. M., the trustees and executors under the said will of the 
“i G. C., might continue to carry on and manage the whole 
orany,part of the business of a farmer and grazier, in which 
the said G. C. was engaged at the time of his decease for such 
time as the defendants E. C. the elder, and G. M., should think 
, and might employ the live and dead agricultural stock 
such other part of the personal estate late of the said 

G, C., as they might think necessary for carrying on the, said 


7. The freehold property of .which the said testator was 
yised in fee was purchased by the said testator after the date 
of his said will; and it is alleged that the same is not subject 
tothe trusts of the said will, but descended to the secondly 
pamed defendant D, C., and the defendant H, C., and the plain- 
tiffs G. C., ¥. C., Z. C., C. C., and ’F. C., as the said testator’s 
heirs in gavelkind. 

8, The said testator’s widow, the said S, C., possessed herself 
of the household furniture and effects specifically bequeathed 
toher, and departed this life on the —— day of , Without 

ing again been married. 

9. It is alleged by the defendants or some of them that the 

of managing and carrying on the said farming business 
have been paid out of the proceeds of the said business, and 


personal estate and of his debts and funeral epense s and 
legacies, and that his personal estate may be applied in a due 
course of administration. 

3. That an inquiry may be made, whether it is fit and proper 
and for the benefit of the infant plaintiffs and the other parties 
beneficially interested in the said testator’s estate, that the said 
farming business should be continued, and whether the said 
lease of the said farm at —— should be renewed, and whether 
any and what fine should be paid for the renewal thereof and 
out of what funds, 

4. That an inquiry may be made what real and leasehold 
estate the said testator was seised and possessed of, and whether 
the same were subject to any and what incumbrances, and what 
parts of his freehold estates did not pass by his said will, and 
whether the same descended to his heir-at-law or coheirs in 
gavelkind, and that the real estates which passed by the said 
will, and that the said leasehold estates may be sold pursuant 
to the said will. 

5. That an account may be taken of the rents, issues, and 
profits of the said testator’s freehold and leasehold estates come 
to the hands of the said defendants E. C. the elder, and G. M. 
since the decease of the said S. C., the widow, and of the profits 
derived from ing on his said farming business since the de- 
cease of the said widow, and of the expenses of carrying on 


the said farming business, and generally of the application of the 
ds of the said farming business since the decease of 





that the housekeeping and family expenses at the farmh 

at which the infant plaintiffs and most of the other children 
of the testator have from time to time resided, have also as 
well since as before the decease of the said testator’s widow 
been paid out of the proceeds of the said farming business, and 
that the surplus of such proceeds has been from time to time 
invested in the names of the defendant E. C. the elder, and 
G, M., a6 the trustees of the said will in the public funds, 

10, It is further alleged that the said farming business has 
been carried on and managed by the defendant D.C., and 
others of his brothers who from time to time have been qualified 
to assist in the management thereof, and it is alleged that by 
these means the expense of a manager and bailiff of the farm 
has been saved, and that on the whole the estate of the said 
testator has under the aforesaid management greatly increased 
in-value and amount even after deducting from the proceeds 
of the said business the aforesaid farming and housekeeping 
expenses and the said fine for renewal. 

ii, The defendants, E, C. the elder, and G. M., are now in 
possession of the said leasehold farm and a large quantity of 
live and dead farming stock thereon, and there is also standing 
intheir names the sum of Three Pounds per Cent. 
Consolidated Annuities, belonging to the said testator’s estate, and 
they have also in their hands or at their banker’s a large sum 
of money amounting as the plaintiffs believe to and 


12. The plaintiffs have been informed that doubts have arisen 
in the administration of the testator’s estate in consequence of 
the difficulty of ascertaining the amount of the aforesaid house- 

and family expenditure since the decease of the said 
§,C., the widow, and the proportions in which the respective 
children of the said testator have benefited by such expenditure, 
ought to be charged therewith, and the difficulty of deter- 
mining how the same ought to be charged in the accounts of 
the said testator’s estates as against the respective children 
tatitled to shares therein. 

13, Doubts have also been entertained whether the said 
firming business should be continued, and whether the said 
lease should be renewed or ought now to be sold, 

14. It is further alleged by the defendants E. C, the elder, and 
G.M,,that advances have been made to some of the children of the 
wid testator on account of their shares in the said testator’s 
tatate, but the plaintiffs are unable to ascertain the particulars 

such advances. 

15. The plaintiffs are advised and submit that under the cir- 
cumstances aforesaid the said testator’s estate ought to be 

i and the trusts of his said will executed under the 
direction of this honourable Court,and that such other inquiries 
ought P, be made touching the said estate as hereinafter 


16. It is intended to serve the said W. M., and M. his wife, 

nth notice of any decree which may be made in this suit. 
PRAYER, 

The Aegon pray as follows :— 

1, the said will of the said testator G. C. may be esta- 

hed and the trusts thereof performed and carried into execu- 





‘on , aoe under the direction of this honourable Court. 
the usual accounts may be taken of the said testator's 


the said widow. 

6. That the rights and interests of the plaintiffs and the 
other parties interested in respect of the said farm and the 
carrying on of the said business and the proceeds thereof and 
the application of such proceeds may be ascertained and 
declared. 


7. That the said sum of Three Pounds per Cent. Con- 
solidated Annuities and the said cash or some proper portion 
thereof may be brought into Court and seeured for the benefit of 
the plaintiffs, and the other parties interested in the said testa- 
tor’s estate, and that (if necessary) a receiver may be appointed 
to collect, get in, and receive the outstanding personal estate of 
the said testator, and the rents and profits of his real and lease- 
hold estates with all usual directions. 

8. That the-plaintifis may have such further or other relief 
as the nature of the case may require. 


; (name of counsel.) 


7, = 
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Aniversity Entelligence. 


OXFORD, Aveusr 16. 


University College.—Within the last few days two large cases, 
containing the colossal statues of the Earl of Eldon (Lord 
Chancellor Eldon) and Lord Stowell (Judge of the High Court 
of Admiralty) have arrived in Oxford. They are intended to 
be placed in the new library of University College, of which 
society the illustrious brothers were members on the founda- 
tion. In the Great Exhibition of 1851 these statues, from 
their grand simplicity of design and colossal proportions, were 
objects of much attention, and formed one of the principal 
attractions in the nave of the palace, where they were placed. 

h statue is carved from one block of the finest Carrara 
marble. The commission was first given to Chantrey, but on 
his death immediately afterwards the late Mr. L. Watson was 
applied to, who designed and completed the models for the 
present statues. On Mr. Watson’s death the execution ot the 
statues in marble was intrusted to Mr. George Nelson, by whom 
they were completed. 





——————— 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 
BORTON—On Aug. 15, the wife of Edward Borton, Esq., of Lincoln's-inn, 
Barrister, of a son. 
CHATTOCK— On Aug. 14, the wife of R. C. Chattock, Esq., Solicitor, of a 
son. 
DEWSNAP—On Aug. 9, the wife of Mark Dewsnap, Esq,, of Lincoln's- 
inn, Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 
WEBSTER—On. Aug. 15, the wife of John F. Webster, Esq., Serjeants’-inn, 
Fleet-street, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 


BENSON—COCKERELL—On Aug. 7, A Benson, Esq., of the Inner 
Temple, Barrister-at-Law, to Henrietta Selina, ouly daughter of C. R. 
Cockerell, Esq., R.A., President of the Royal Institute of British 


Architects. 
BOWER—COX~On Aug. 8, at Aston, Edward, eldest son of Edward 





828 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL& REPORTER. Ava. 18, aes. 








feanen, SeqcOetidten salted, ditch Quagiaer Wf Shenstone 


of 
Dra BATLET Oa Aug. 8, at ey ss bf Dyas, Cap- 
tain in H.M. coe a ae 
mney se fg: a Ane, 8, at ieee oy 
odo MD. 


Hardinge, 22nd 
rare Law, to Rate, eet daughter of 
coer no ager Gomeet Hs 


ters! 
SUDERT-L:VONS-On a 15, nae Edward Sydney, Esq., 
Finsbury-cireus, Solicitor, to Lavinia, third daughter of the Neon 
IN—On Ai MT Re bores lor, Esq., 
Gaetiin icon Pranceiter of Mr. Jon Wilsos, 
Ashted Parade, As anaes. 
CoRR Aug. a Aug. 6, aged 80, Miss woe Sarr, Sow surviving sister of 


the late Thomas 
ADO’ Aug. 5, at 26, Can , Osmond 
William, the eldest child of Mr. John Tago to Meadows, of Gresham- 
house, Broad-street, London, Solici por oneee ie 
RISHWORTH—On eee 2 29, at Redfern, South in gt a ear, 
Emma, relict of the late Henry eutiwordh, Boe, ys 
Yorkshire. 


es ane 
Mneclainred Stock m the Bank of Gosisnd. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names wiil be 
cionmeeah tate Damas eebeine the same, unless other Claimanis 
appear within Three Months:— 

Barpoes, Str Brook W1111aM, Bart., of stone-park, Ken' 


Goodne: 
Brook Henry Barpees, Clerk, of Danbury, Essex, Groote eat ts ie. 1a 14. 
Broox Wni1aM Baipers, Ba: 


Consols.. Sm rt., the survivor. 
Faetcaer, SamMvs., Merchant, Josern Ca . Cotton Manufacturer, 

and MatrHew Lyon, Gent., all of Manchester, £129 18s. 4d. Consols.— 

Claimed by Samvet Frercner and MarrHew Lyon, the survivors. 


~~ 


Cughsh Punds and Railway Stock. 
(Last Official Quotation during the week ending Friday evening.) 








RatLways —Continued:| 
c London and Beekwal. 


per Cent. Cons. ‘Ann. on, Chatham & Dover 
Now 3 per Cent. ae. London and N.-Wstrn.. 
New 26 Ditto Eighths .... 
Stock; London . ee: 


Midland 
Ditto Birm. & Derby! 1 
orfolk.. 


Enovion Funps. 


weescese 


Bank St 
; per Sent Red. Ann 


5,1 885) covenece 
India Debentures, 1858. 
Ditto 9. 
India Stock 
India Loan Scrip. .. North-Eastn. (Brwck.) 
India 5 per Cent. 1859... Ditto Leeds ...... 
India Bonds (£1000) .. 8 Ditto York ...... 
Do. (under £1000)..... North London........ 
Exch. Bills (£1000)... Oxford, Worcester, & 
Ditto (£500).... Wolverhampton .. 
Ditto (Small) .. t! . 





Ratuway Srocx. 
Birk. Lan. & Ch. ae 
Bristol pach ee 
Caledonian ... 


Cornwall .... 
East Anglian 





Stockton & Dariii 
Vale of Neath U4 


Lines at fixed Rentals, 
em we ey ae Sees 
Tie ‘Ch Cent... 
guar. 6 





per Cent 
Hull and ene 
London and mnwich 
Ditto Preference... 
oo ee eee 
106} Wilts and Coastreet, oe 
—_—_—>———- 
Rondon _ Gazettes. 


Protessional Barinerships 3 Drssolbed, 
Tursp ¥, 

Savery, Cuantes, Epvwaup Gua, Jaa Flower Fusseut, & CHanies 

Joun Cottins Paicnarp, Attorneys & Solieitors, Bristol (Savery, Clark, 

Fussell, & Prichard), June 30, by mutual consent, so far as regards 


Charles Savery, who “ 
mipay, A . 17, 1860. 
CraRk, Jon Loncworrn, & Wits Cabess, 
49, Moorgate-street, London. 


Stock Lancaster and catia 
Ditto a ey 


Ditto New 
Stock Loncash. & Yoruanire | 
‘ | 

















ARTER, Attorneys & Solicitors, 
pmo Ayes pan 





THindings-up of Soint S Stock Companies. 


iront At, Hep. vrae 4 
Bretseck Live Assornance Compaxy.—vV. C. Hisderstey doi ortier { 
of £1 10s. per share on all contribatories, to be paid on Monday, Se 
10, at 11, to Croysdill, Official Manager, 14, Old Jewry 


London. 
Cuesrer Music a hs Company.—V. C. Wood has ordered a cat 
fo. P Marding, Ocal Ligudator, 6, Sere-suree, Lncola'eian.” q 
P. Harding, Official Liquidator, 5, Serle-street, Lincoin’s-im, 
Farway. Aug. 17, 1860, 
DEAN Coat anp Inon Minise Company8—V.C, Kindersley has 
cum ordered a‘call of £2 per share on all contributories, oe 
riday, Sept. 7, at 11, at the ee et et the 
Seunager, 13, Gresham-street, London. Aug. 3. 
—_— County Hau AND Catrie InsuraNcs CoMPany. 
torily ordered a call of £20 share 
sto be yl on ANE. 29, at 12, at the of W. 
nager, 3, South-square, Gray’s-inn, London. — y 


Creditors wae 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35 
Claim. 


Last Day of 
TuEspaY, Aug. 14, 1860. 
AwseLy, WILLIAM, Esq., Burford, Oxfordshire (who died on re 23, 1 
Santell & Son, Solicitors, Bonrton- on-the-Water, Glouce: 
ov. 

James Awsnost, Hat Manufacturer, 8, * Andrew’t-hill, Date 
tor’s-commons, Middlesex (who died on April 16, 1860), Taylor & 
Jaquet, 15, South-street, Finsbury-squate. Middlesex, 
Oct. 3. 


Coutetr, Ricnarp, Farmer, Naunton, Gloucestershire (who died on Jan, 
—— 1860). Kendall & Son, Solicitors, Bourton-on-the- Water, aie. 


Nov. 1. 
Hing, eee Wises, Gent., Attorney-at-Law, Liverpool (who died on 
27, 1858). Lor gg Barflett, ‘ors, York-chamber's, North 


lov. 
Cuarizs, Gent., Wandsworth, Surrey (who died ontaly 8 1860), 
A. Haymes, Solicitor, 9, Hamilton-terrace, Leamington. 

SILVESTER, a ELEANon, Spinster, late of Leamington, Wa i 
reecory Chorley, Laneaster (who died on Jan. 9, 1854). 
Heelis, & Co., Solicitors, 75, Prinsetenm, | Manchester. Sept. 15, 

Fruvay, Aug. 17,1 


RY.+Y, 4 
bate 


BRoaniey, Sopnis, Widow, former! of Blackheath, Kent, bu: late 

Teletrurst, Sussex (who died om Sep. 24, 1858). Towrnay, ss 
Ticehurst. Sep. 5 

Crows, Witt1am, Farmer, Stistead, Norféll. (who died on Tune 20, 1835), » 
Scott, Solicitor, Aylsham, Norfolk. 

es See Weavering, Boxley, Kent Pioho died on Jan. 27, 1860), 
King & Hughes, Solicitors, Maidstone, K . 27. 

Packer, THomas, Gent, Shuthonger, Twyning, Gloucestershire 
died on June 6). Williams & Brydges, Solicitors, Public 
Cheltenham. Oct. 1. 

Srivv, Aprnia Brovuea, Spinster, Oxford-street, Reading, nee 
died on or about July 21, a Walters & Som, Solicitors, 36, y Basing: 
hall-street, London, Dec. 1 

Watton, Joun, Baker, Ola Stratford, Warwickshire (who died of 
a 27, 1859). Lane, Solicitor, Old Town, Stratford-up on- Avon, 

Woure, Wi1amM, sen., Bury Farm, Alverstoke, “rg 
(deceased). Minchin, — Portsea, Southampton, and 

Solicitor, Gosport. Sep. 

Wooveate, Francis, Eat, es Unterriver, Seal, Kent, and Westbourne 

terrace, Hy:le-park, London who died on January 14, 1856). Y¥ 
Solicitor, Temple-chambers, Falcon-court, Fleet-street, London ; 
Warry, Robins, & Burges, Solicitors, 70, Lincoln’s-inn-tields, fone 


Oct. 1. 
: Creditors under pred ge otk in Chancery. 


ents. Aug. \4, 1860, 
Batnsnicor, Toomas, Esq., Woodseal, Rochester, Staffordshire, and 
(who died on June 20, 1818) ; Tuomas PaRkER ae 
Derby; Wititas Henry BAINBRIGGR, Esq:, Surgeon, Liverpool; Wit- 
LIAM ARNOLD eg: ne ‘Attorney-at-Law, a 
Moss v. Bainbrigge, Moss v. Gregory, M.R Vv, 2. 
CaMPBELL, CHARLES, Furniture Dealer, Wounitserees, Westminster 
road, Surrey (who died in or about Nov. 1858). Harris v. Ca ; 
and Others, V. C. Stuart. Nov. 26 
Dennis, SAMUEL, Brewer, bia" &.. (who died in or abont Aug. 1861). 
Harvey v. Dennis, M.R, Nov. 2 
Roper, and James MACANDREW, Merchants, formerly of Dow- 
gate-hill, London, and ~ ye Zealand (Garden & Macandrew) at the dae 
of a certain indenture it, executed by the said firm, for 
benefit of their pone te on the 19th June, 1851, and who executed 
assented to the said indenture. Boyd v . Robingon, MLR. Noy. 2. 
Ganson, James, Upholsterer, Tottenham, Middlesex (who died on or abédt’ 
asd naere ve and Another v. Shreeve and Others, V.C. Wood. ; 


Howett, Jane, Widow, 5, Huntsworth-mews, Dorset-squave, Middteset 
ag sat in or about July, 1859). Howell v. Savigar, mur, VG. Stuart. ° 
Ov. 
Jaques, Tom, Joiner, Nelson-street, age Yorkshire, and ALFRED 
Jaques, Stonemason, r-street, Barnsley, Yorkshire. Jaques, — 
Jaques and Another, V.0. ‘ood. ~Nov. 2. 
Ross, Tuomas, Baker, Decking, Surrey (who died in or about July, 1858): 
Rose v, Rose, M. R. Nov, 1. 
Szanonn, THomas, High-street, St. Marylebone, Middlesex (who one i 
or promt Sor. mr Ball and Others v. Seaborn and Others, V.©. 
. Noy. 12, 
Serre, Joux, Gent., Skipton, Yorkshire (whe died in or abott July, 1857), 5 
Carrington v. Holt and Others, M.R. Nov. 2. 
Woaruey, Epwarp Avuausting, Gent., be Stony Stratford, Bucks (who se 
in or about Oct. 1839). Thomas v. Worley, V.C. cinco. Nov, j 
Wormary, Jon, I:sq., Cookridge Hall, Yorkshire (who died in or 
March, 1650), Mason and Another v. Upton and Others, V.C, Wood. 


Nov, 10 
Friar, Aug. 17, 1660, 
Burien, Conwettus Harwes, 
about June, 1847), Ruttiedge v, Butler, M.R, N 


GARDEN, 


5 eve cane Cnet Ey 
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nil, 18% cits eernae 


Ly pees ae toe 
gstrar, 4, Norfolk-stree!, 


Farmar, Aug. 17,1860. 
eee, Sa Lancaster (who died on or about Jan. 
of Registrar, 10, Gamden-place. Preston. 


F sacrum, Gent., Siverpott, an hence (who died in or about 
of Registrar, 1, North John- 


nay Parte, Pigot, ofise 


re 1848). Rowe vo. veer 
finet, Liverpool. Sept. 


Callie & Another ®- ‘Cann & Others, 


y of Calcutta, afterwards Gib- 
mes (who died in or abont 


Sete, ORM, Saddler & Haren HHaker, $i Poul; Bedford ve de in 
mn Hor. arn ran, Garber v. Goodman, M 
: (who ‘ed th or sent 
ent., st uly Sirer (who died in or about April, 
Coty Pe enter 


Ashton 
irae ta, sa ios” ce aR, of Sania 


-Lyne, Lancaster 
» 4, Norfolk- 


hotest ury-lane, Gulcheter, Lancaster, an 
t, Manchester (who died on ‘Aug. 8, 1859). _ of fe- 
Manchester. Gilly. Gill. Sept. 1 


Sicisumens for Benefit e Creditors. 


. a eg Aug. 14, 
emnet, arog uilder 
Trustees, T 


v Worksop, Nottinghamshire. 


- Coates, Lime Merchant, Brancliffe Quarry, Ansten, 










; goon 
field, 


‘iarchouean, 


hire. duly 19. Trustee, W. 
Southwark. Sol.. Richardson. 


3G. Mayor, Auctioneer, Worksop, Nottinghamshire. oi. 


Worksop, Nottinghamshire. 
ee, See Pr, Machen ts, Birmingham. July 31. 


yerstein, Merchant, 47, Briday-street, London. Sols. 
BL “al t,t Finsbury-cireus, 

Seago Green, Hickmangwor, Hertford. guly is. 
, C Hawarg. Metiman » Huaton 
— Mealman, Mile-end, Rickmansworth. 
Bn THOMAS, Bucher, ae Wa 


BB. Guest, Gent.. 
Wi Voodrard bore a, 
Woods . Te eat 


5 Resnik Bichemans: 


July 26. Trustee, 


mae Coie, Worcester. 


We nda Newvor 
Geaatoon ‘street, ee hs 
rner, 68, Aldermanbury, London. 
J Carri Thing’ Hertfordshire 
OSEPH, Currier, ? 
"Bie, ais Merchant, Maze Pond, 
Qld Jewry-chambers, London. 


rehonseman, 
Laceman, Bow Church-yard. Sol. 


alone. July 19. 


5. Copestake, 


~street ; 
Heather, ‘Paternoster- 


iias, Joux. Sruss, Druggist, West Derby-roed, West Derby, 


Lancashire. 
V7. Trustees, H. S. Evans, Wholesale Druggist, Liv 3G.E. 
, Accountant, Liverpool. Sols. Jones & Patterson, 11, -street, 


Daniel, 


Auctioneer. Bristol. Sol. Clifton, St. 


, Tuomas, Vietalier, Wellington Hotel, Horfield, Gloucestershire. 
19. Trustee, H. 


s Chambers, Bi 


ristol. 
sue. ‘Tobacconist, 14, Oriel-street, Oxford. July 23. Trustee, 
Grocer, Worcester House, Walton-street, Oxford. Sol. Wil- 


i, High-street, Oxford. 


James, Woollen’ Manufacturer, Marslands, Saddieworth, York- 
Fin July 27. Trustees, R. Bradbury, eae Marslands, Saddleworth ; 














Spe pstreet, Susgex- 










%, Newgate-street. 


MAB, Draper, East 
y, Woollen Merchant, 


ele 


Sim a. 
; WILLIAM, Grocer & Draper, Doneheod Sains Andcow, Wiltshize 


sorte Action Maker, a Por est Bay 
wn. Sols. G. & C. Williams, 31, Alfred 
tox, Jonny, Draper, 4, Biab-rom Silver-street, Wetting hill, | and 4 9, 

ns, Middlesex. July 30. Zrustees, C. Mil- 
ah, Wareliouseman, Wood-street, Landon. 


t, Highhsides, Somerset. 


‘ottenham, Middlesex. ug. 
¢ ‘archougeman, i Mat Martin’e-le-grand, and T. 
ridge, Warehouseman, Wood-stree! Sol. Mard 


A 


. Allott, Dyer, Upper 


Hampstead-road, 
Li Trustees, 
dlesex ; R. Dawson, 


ety Mid- 


W. Ball, 


. and A 
Pig Wales District Bank, 
Sol. Barham, 


Gent., Bridge- 


. Aug. 3. 


on, 


Post, Tuomas, fag as: ge Poundstock, Cornwall. Aug. 2. 
Trustees, C. H. Daw, Draper, Ta 


and John Doidge, 
Re Cornwall. Sols. 


Luxon, Tavistock. 

uly 23. Frustees, W, 
and George Merchant. 
Sols. Elworthy, Curtis, & Dawe, 6, Courtehay-street, Ply- 


Tioursow, James, Tea Dealer, lepie. J 
Trayeller, Leeds. Sols, 


_ Grocer & Tea 

» Middlesex. July 30. 

, Eastcheap, London ; and W. “— Pith te 
lesex. Sols. Lawrence, Smith, & ni Ui Ca 12, Bread-street, 


ide, 
‘Youn, Provision Dealer, Leeds, Yorkshire. 
0.3. Fletcher, Merchant, Leeds ; and 8. Tomlinson, 


30. Trustee, R. Duncan, 
Jones, 23, Commercsal- 


Viniosele tee Tea 


on-street-road, 


Merchant, Ripon Ripon. 





 B. Back’ 


, 





July 21. Frustee, J. Boyd, Vomhowuman, Friday-street, London. 


Wiens Heather, Paternoster-row, Lond 
INGRAVE, 5 

Janez, Straw Bonnet Bonnet Dealee, 10, Wineade ana 
coupes. Lanien irrenee, Sousa, te & Fawdon, im, Bona 


a—* ions 
ty — aang 6 
Gi Je hommes, Wershonsoman, Weed sires, Lond: aad B. 
26, Milk-sprest, Cheapside, London. a 


Bankrugis. 
TUESDAY, Aug. 4, 1860. 


“HE Seg an Bap a; 8 Bristol. ‘0p. ha. Mile. “le. 
Newport, or Brittan & Son, Bristol. Pet. Aug. 7 

22, at Vso" Oe 4, Pan jp Dy am 

‘Ass. Hodge & Harle, Wollington-place, Pllgrimzateagt, 


odge 
Newcastle-npon- fy, He Pet, Fs 2. 
pang Soon A Pi gpg ly 97 iat [as Baral 
? ; 
OF 4. Ags. Whinoes ne. Seis. Bishop & Son, 2, Tudor-street, F 
Horny, im Witson, Tobacco and Snuff Manufacturer, Pen: 
berland, and Newestle-upon- Tyne. Com. Ellison: aus. & at 1 se 


and Oct. 10, at 12.30 ; ho, -T; 0 raed lotion, 
Harte § Co., ¥- ding Che a 





Deal 
Com, 3 . 27,.and 24, at li; B OF 
eye et Lucas, %& Leonard, 
Tape: Auge 94,06 18 am ep 3 ae ; adngialieemese A dan 
at 12, , at 125 t. 
Conan, "ete Cox & ton, 10 ee: one Lae Fi a ANH "ger 
Pace, age Victualler orton, Tong, Salop 
ers: Aug. 31, and de Ps at in Basinghal 
po ded whanoes. Anis, Benlth, We verbampton, or James & om. 2. 


iy Ng aa Halifax. Com. Ayrton: 5 
3 i oh 1s eo, sda Hope ot Navel, Paria, 


Cabinet Maker & Upholsterer, 
Ayrton: Ang. 37, and Sep. 17, at 115 Leeds. Of ‘Ass ee, 


Licensed Victualler, 8, High-street, Kensington, and 2, 
. t-garden, Middlesex Vp aie CHARLES 
6 before then trading under the mame of JosEra Pee: 
’ t-street, Wi at 25, Queen-street, 
fs g ernealh, val on trading under the name 
Taompgon, Kwicur, |, Little Pulteney-street, and John-street, 
square, Middlesex, as a Licensed Victualler. Com. Fane: Aug. 24, at 
2, and Sep. 27, at 11.30; Nottingham, Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. 
Peckham, 40, Ludgate-street. Pet. Aug. 9. 
WHerry, EpwArp, Grocer & Provision Desler, Market Deeping, Lincoln 
shire. €om. Sanders: Aug. 83, and . 20, at 71.98 Mekuinghant: 
Off. Ass. Harris. Sois. Bowley & Ashwell, "Nottingham. Pet. Aug. 9. 
ILLIAMS, Zacuasies, Builder, Woburn-c Bf . 
Covent-garden, Middlesex. Com. Pgs Aug. 24, at 10.30, and Sep. 
at 1; Basinghall-street. % t peta Sol. Peckham, 40, 
Ludgate-street, St. Paui’s. Aug. 3 


Woes, Joqn, Builder and Brie er, Roath, Glam Com, 
Hill: ug. 28, and Sep. 25, at ea a op. QF. Aas, ae Sols. 


Paper Cardiff or Abbott, Lucas, & Pad. Aug. 8. 
waayeer Be Ravens Groges, Ship and ae. , 156, Fenchurch- 
sirens, Lane Com. Goulburn: pons et Bor 11, and Sep. ‘M4, at 2; 
Basia sre Of. Ass. Pennell, on, Son, & ew 
opgate, London. Pet. Aug. | 


Frmar, Aug. o 1860. 
BaLuagn, CHARLES, Shoe Manufacturer, 5, Brownlow-place, Queen's Read, 
—. amt ofan Aug. ii, *. 12. ao ei ng 26, at 2.30; 
inghali-street. 0; raham. Stu 46, Moorgate-street, 
London. e Aug. 16. 











Com. Hill: Aug. a ere a a ee . 
Sols, Poole, Johuaon, & Kincaid, London ; or Henderson, Bristol." Pw. 


anes 
, Mosms, Dealer in Pottery Materials, 

8 . Com. Sanders: Sept. Ta st rng 

Ass. Kinnear. Sols, James & Knight, 

ton. Pet. Aug. 16. 
DAbts, Ja, Merch hy Sepecerm ash, 0 CE a 

Uy, re. Com. Fonblangue : ek 

at 12.30; See: | OF. Aunt tamatl, dot ak 
street, jon. Pet. Aug. 

Davis, CRABLES SELson, Se ctninter fe Seatnnin, 08, 92, Goswell-street, Mid- 
dlesex, and 7, Chatsworth- Forest-lane, Stratfo'd. Com. Fop- 


cottages, 
blanque: Aug. 27, at 1.80; and Sept. 28, at | wie Une . 
Ass. . Sols. Burchell, Hayne, & Han mM, Unter 
London. Pet. ane ~ ’ 
Grogs, ea pag eg 


Furniture 
Com. Ellison : = My at 12.30; and Ot Set 
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102, — London ; or Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. 
Aug. 1 

Hatt, James, Builder, Walton-street, Oxford. Com. Fonblanque: A 

27, at 11; and Sept. 06, at 1; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. 
Sols. Hurford & Taylor, 5, * Furnival’s-inn, Holborn, London. Pet. 
Aug. 16. 


Hvussarp, Grorce Stone, Warehouseman, 55, Aldermanbury, London 
(G. 8. Hubbard & Co.) ee Fonblanque : Aug. 27, at 12; and Sept. 
26, at 1.30; Off. Ass. ag ee Sols. Sole, Turner, 
& , 68, rr era mite od, Pet. May 3. 

Henry, & JAMEs faew Cab & Omnibus Kingston- 
upon-Hull a & Shaw), the said reqs, a Shaw pearing o on the 
business of a Licensed Victualler: and Sept. 


26, at 12; ‘Town-hall, Kingston-upon-H Of. Ass. Carte. Sols, 
England, Saxelbye, & Roberts, or Stamp oe Jackson, -upon- 
Hull. Pet. Aug. 10. 

Luwerzick, Ricnarp, Miller, Golden Valle: Gloucestershire. 
Com. Hill : Ang. 28 3s, and Oct. 1, at 11; Testol. ary Ass. Miller, Sols. 
Bush & ge ha Pet. Aug. 15. 

Lorrnovse, JOHN STEELE, Licensed Victualler, 34, Lime-street, Liverpool. 
Com. Perry: Aug. 30, at 12; Sept. 17, at i; Liverpool. Off. Ass. 
Morgan. Sol. S. 0. Husband, Basnett-street, Liverpool. Pet. Aug. 14. 

MeNutry, James, & Jonn McNutry, Joiners and Builders, Ashton-under- 

Lancaster (James & John ayy” Aug. 29, and Sept. 28, at 
12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Pott. is. Darnton & Greaves, Ashton- 
under-Lyne. Pet. Aug. 15. 

Mies, Tuomas, °. Rosert Mixes, Grocers, Derby. Com. Sanders: Ang. 
30, and Sept. 20, at 11. mt Nottingham. Off. Ass. Harris. Sol. 
Gamble, Derby. Pet. Aug. | 

Perey, go CHARLES, raisin Roughwood Colliery and Fur- 
naces and Ryecroft Colliery, near Walsall, Hallfields Furnace, near Bil- 

ston, Staffordshire, and of Stock Saar an Com. Sanders: Aug. 29, 
aoe ‘Sept. 24, day Birmingham. 7 Ass. Whitmore, Sols. Hodg- 


son & Al Pet. Aug. 1 

RocERrs fds Licensed Victualler, 44, * carnad -street, Regent-street, 
Middlesex. Com. Fonblanque : ~~ 2, at 1; Sept. 28, 1.30; Basing- 
hall-street. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Bol. Davis, No. 10; Golden-square, 
London. Pet, Aug. 16. 

Surru, Amos, Builder, Andover-road, Hornsey-road, Holloway, Middlesex. 
Com. Fane: Aug. 24, pig and Oct. 5, at. 11.30; Basinghall-street. 
Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sol, Orchard, 5, John-street, ‘Bedford-row. Pet. 
A 14, 

eum: Wain, & Wir11am Francis Patient, Tanners & Leather _ 
chants, Bermondsey New-road, Surrey (Smith, Patient, & Smith). Com. 
Fane: Aug. 31, and Oct il, at 12; Basinghall-street. | las rea 
Sols. Murray, Son, & Hutchins, 11, Birchin-lane. Pet. Aug 

SrewapD, RicHARD, Carpenter & Builder, Great Yarmouth, Neifolk. Com. 
Fane: Aug. 30, at 1, sank ioe 2 27, at 11.30; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. 
Cannan. Sols. Linklaters Hackwood, 7, Walbrodk. Pet. Aug. 14, 

Wesster, James Cooke, Shirt Dresser, 52, Watling-street, London, and 2, 
hurch-passage, Blackfriars- hes Com. Fane: Aug. 30, at a 
and Oct. 12, atl; Basinghall-street: Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Bell 
21, ‘Abchureb-lanei Pet. Aug. 15. 

Wicousswonrs, Gezorce, Leather Dresser, Richardson-street, Bermondsey, 
Surrey. Com. naa te Aug. 27, at Ll. 30, and Sept. 26, at 2; Basing- 


hall-street. Of. Ass . Graham. Sol. Riches, 34, Coleman-street, t, Lon- 
don: Pet. Aug. 16. 


BANKRUPTCIES ae 
Torspay, Aug. 14, 1860. 
Waren, Jonny, & James pmeiy Builders:& Contractors, 141, Southwark- 
road, Surrey. 


Warner, a oe ++ Provision Dealer, Market Deeping, Lincoln- 
shire. Aug. 9 


MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
TuEsDaY, Aug. 14, 1860. 

ALExanves, Lester, & Witt1am Barpcett, Merchants, 53, Old Broad- 
street, London (Lesley Alexander & Co.) Sept. 5, at 11.30; Basinghall- 
street.—CLaRKE, JouN, Victualler, King’s Lynn, Norfolk. Sept 5, at 
11; Basinghall-street.—Fox, Sir Cnares, & Jonn HENDERSON, Engi- 
neers & Contractors, London Works, Smethwick, Staffordshire, and 8, 
New-street, ring- gardens, Westminster, and Fore-street, Limehouse, 
Middlesex. ; Birmingham.--Hicotson, — & 
Ricuagp Deane, Merchants, Liverpool (Barton, oo & Higginson), 
 aaeeapeanmeacc were Deane, & Stott.) Sept. 5, at 11; Liver- 


Fray, Aug. 17, 1860. 

Baxpeett, Wi114M, & Joun Picarp, Corn Factors, Mark-lane-chambers, 
Mark-lane, and Old Corn Exchange, Mark-lane (Bardgett & Picard). 
Sep. 8, at 11; Basinghall-street.—BaryeTr, BENJAMIN LONGRIDGE, 

Owner & Broker, 95, Gracechurch-street, London. Sep. 8, at 12: 
chal -street.—Bounb, WILLIAM, jun., Corn & Seed Merchant, Han- 
worthy, Nagy aire rege stent Pode: Sep. 17, at 11.30; Basinghall- 
street.—Baray, Cuanrtes, Ironmonger, | 4, Alfred-terrace, Queen’s-road, 
Bayswater, Middlesex. Sep. 18, at 12; Basinghall-street.—Burcon, 
Joun Towry, Wholesale Hardwareman, & Gun hed Manufacturer, 
35, Lond atl; —CLARK, 


-street.—HintiaRD, WILLIAM, 
Hinxhap Bevis, Maltster, Burghclere, Southamptonshire. Sep. 20, at 
; Basinghall-street.—Hoap, Witt1aM Danie, WwW Builder, & Mer- 
chant, akc Pg Rye, Sussex. Sept. 8, at 12; Basing- 
street.— , Jesse, Smallware Dealer, 86. . 
Liverpool. September > ee 


6, at ll; 
Hermann, Tanner and 





Ss , TH Hotel Ki F tain Hotel Portsm nr 
IOMAS, eeper, Fountain . outh. 


4, at ll; Basing’ hall-street.—TREACHER, SAMUEL 
125, Fencharch-strett, London. Sept. 21, at il .30, Basinghal-sree ' 


CERTIFICATES. 
SV Wd akxownl, tale Beate W pean, and Cause shown on Day of iy 
ESDAY, Aug. 14, 1 
Dome, THomas, Auctioneer, 1 Finngat, Leicestershire. ett: 12, at 1130; 
Tineolantre, Sept. 12, at tit ry O; Nottingham. teen 3 
Merchant and Commission Agent, ing Ditch, Manchester, ani 
Illuminated Glass Manufacturer, at Oxford-street, Manchester (a 
Illuminated Glass Co.) Sept. 6, at 12; Manchester.—Duny, J; 
= & Epwin Francis Ausert BovLe, Dealers in ren Se 
mission Agents, 18, New-street, Spring-gardens, Middlesex (Dum, 
Boyle, & Co.). Sept. 4, at 2; Basinghall-street.—Hoap, A 
Dantxt, Ship Sunaee "Watchbell-street, Bye, 8 — Sept. 6, 
Basinghall-street.—WarbD, Francis, & Carpenter, oki 
ham. Sept. 12, at 11.30; Nettingiams 
~  Freay, Aug is 1860. 
Baxter, SAmvEL, Ship’s Smith, Windlass, & Capstan Manufacturer, n 
Minories, and Glasshouse-street, tay Upper ‘ae Smithfield, addin, 
Sep. 21, at 12; Basinghall-street. Wituam, Jun., 
Seed Merchant, Hanworthy, and of Paradise-street, Sy 7 x. 7 
at 11,30; hall-street.—Boycs, CHARLES Frank, Li) 
, but now Innkeeper, Melton’ Mowbray, 
ti. Peng Tuomas, I; 


Tea Dealer, King’ 
and Birmingham. Sep. 13, at 1; ; Birmingham. AR tine, 
Woollen Draper, Holborn-hill, Middlesex. . 18, at 12.50; 
street.—PILLoT, FREDERICK "Jaco, Wine Brandy Me 
Cannon-stfeet, London. Sep. 22,at 12; Basinghall-street. 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be now entered. 
TurspaY, Aug. 14, 1860. 

AvLton, SARAH Anne, Smallware Dealer, Nottingham. Aug. - 
class.—CaLtow, Epwakp, ong ta & bm Be & Insurance Broker, 
Billiter-street, London. ‘Aug. 6, 3rd class.—C: ws ae 
OLDFIELD, & RoBER? OLDFIELD, Millers & Corn Deale: 
fields & Clarke) i, 2, John Clarke, 2nd _ class ; peony time, 
Oldfield and Robert 0! ldfield, class, after a suspension of six mi 
—Draxg, Georoz, Jeweller & Dealer in Watches’ & Clocks, 17, Event 
halt-srest Camden Town, Middlesex. July 25, 2nd class.— 

Joun CuirFrorp, Elastic Web Manufacturers, 

July 31, 3rd class.—Hoper, Jonatian, Silversmith, Watch 
Jeweller, & Ironmonger, Helston, Cornwall. Aug, 6, lst class.—H 
Tuomas, Manufacturer of Hosiery, ‘an, 0 
class.—Kirk, WILLIAM, Jonn WaALE, & JouNn King, ae & 
chants, Mountsorrel, Leicestershire. July ‘31; 3rd class.—Pauams, 
Tuomas, Maltster & Beer-shop Keeper, Wellesbourne, habebing: 3 
Sales 8, o wo gay ge Tuomas, Chemist & Druggist, 

taffordshire. Aug. 9, 2nd class.—Swirr, Daren, Butehét, 
St. James, Lincolnshire. July 31, 3rd class,-TyLER,; 

Nine Merchant, Spalding, Lincolnshire. July $1, ond 
wine Austen Hosier, ne Aug. 7, 2nd class. — 
Josern, & Joseea Boxrox, Who lesale Grocers & Hop 
chester (W: pcg ere a rs 7, 3rd dasa. Wasrow: 4 
Hopmvorr, Linen per, lor, & Grocer, Somerton, Som 
Ang. 6, tes prom —Yares, Joun, Oldbury, Worcestershire. 


Fray, Aug. 17, 1860. 

AsgaHAM, Bensamin, Jeweller, Fore-street, Taunton, Somersetshite, 
July 25, 3rd class, ~ ip apg how tmaoncrgh 12. calendar months 
ony 18.—Bray, Cuarues, Ironmonger, 14, Alfred-terrace, 

road, Bayswater, Middlesex: Aug. 14, Ist class. — Hugues, 
Licensed Victualler, Liverpool. Aug. 10, 2nd meio Epon, 
Hosier, 135, Fenchurch-street, London, and Forden-cottage, East) Dul- 
wich, Surrey, now of 1, Woodbine-villas, eeragersead West, 
Aug. 10, 2nd class. —Loper, Henry, Tailor, 10 , ‘Huggin-lane. 


Aug. 13, 3rd class . MILNER, Tuomas WILLUM,. Sarvaycs do Be 
Queen-street, Cheapside, London, and Canterbury-grove, fae 8G 


Joun, 


— 


py 


wood, Surrey. Aug. 15, 2nd class.—Murtrry, Joan, 
bs wal St, Chads Wells, Gray’s-inn-road, Middlesex. Ang. ‘15, 
—PapMore, Georee, jun., Shoe Manufacturer, Ni 
4, Te fed class.— PERRY, MICHAEL, Passe Partouts Manufacturer, 
Bloomsbury: Oxford-street, Middlesex. !\ Aug/ 10, 2nd’ 
Sampson, 1 Patt, Boct & Shoe oe Maker, Hythe. Bent. “Ane. 13, 2nd 
—TreEnTER, Henry, Butcher, St. Mat ipswich. Aug. 
3rd classi—Watts, ALEXANDER, Draper & Sloth » Borwick-t 
Tweed. Aug. 15, 2nd class, f We 


Scotch Sequestrations. heen 
TUESDAY, Aug. 14, 1860 i eqn 
Covrrsr, Iuowas Merchant & lronmonger, Lochgiphead. ‘Ang. 23, ab! 


Argyll H head. 
CumMinc, Rovavern enn mol i Pespetia ob the African Museum: Fort 
Augustus, aud residing there, Ane: 24, atl; “Caledonian, Hotel, 
street, Inverness. Seg. Aug adi 
' ain: Aug. 17, 1860. 
Baxciay, James Bow, Slater, Glasgow. Aug. 25, at 12; age 
George-square, G ¥ 


Seq. Aug. 13, 
avebregiya; ss berg red —_ 
‘sug. M7, a4 | Sar 


, at 12;,A 
& Courant, Skip Satta acre, ‘Ayr 


JOHN, ? 
Argyiiee, 
Paula Ak 

yr. ug. 1 
Hay, ar, Jon, Farmer, Whiveteld, Forgien; Bantt Aug. a 12}! Libra 


Society of Solicitors of Banffshire, Low-street, 


a FR ig Draper, Falkirk. Fy a1, at a recy 
George's pace, Glasgow cow Be. eel 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Last evening, in the House of Lords, the Lord 
Chancellor delivered his statement on the legislation of 
the mt session, which will be found reported at 

in our Parliamentary intelligence. In an able 
smmary he reviews the various measures which have 
into law, or been brought under the con- 

sideration of Parliament ; and on the whole, takes a 
congratulatory view of the progress of Law 

. The country will receive with great satisfac- 

tion so favourable an opinion, expressed by the head of 
thelaw, on the results of the labours of the ses- 
sim in the department over which he presides, which 
mes with peculiar force from the present Lord Chan- 
@llor, who has himself participated largely in those 
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The vote of a small sum for the payment of services 
of the late Statute Law Commission called forth 
sme explanation from the Attorney-General of the 
subsequent operations and intentions of Government in 
dealing with the statute law. It appears that on the 
dismissal of that Commission, the Lord Chancellor 
and the law officers took up the task, and have pro- 
ceded so far as to prepare a Bill for the purpose of 
wmoving from the statute book a vast number of 
dheolete, repealed, and expired Acts, which only the 
aivanced state of the session has prevented being 
brought before the House. Something of the kind, 
however, if we remember right, was promised at the 
teginning of the session. This Bill seems a very harm- 
las preliminary step; but we doubt its having much 
beneficial effect if confined, as described, to the statutes 
Tespecting the repeal, disuse, or expiration of which no 

can arise. The real: difficulty is respecting the 
statutes of doubtful validity; and these can only be 
picked out one by one as they turn up during the pro- 
of a complete consolidation. A general repealing 
fe, incuding these, would necessarily form the last 
sep and final result of the process. e shall look for 
some more definite explanation of the plan of operation 
Mxt-session. In the meantime we wish that the 
ttention of our law authorities could be directed to the 
simple but efficient means employed in the United 
and in © for the conduct of similar 

i from which many useful practical 

lesons might be learned. Some allusion to this subject 
be found in an article in the present number 

of this Journal, on “ Codification of Law in America.” 
The fact that the most distinguished lawyers in 
America—Story, Wheaton, and others—have been em- 
oh on the work of revising statute law, not merely 
the intervals of leisure obtained from official and 

vate business, but as a substantive duty demanding 
utmost care and industry may afford some clue to 
successful and apparently easy results obtained in 


that country. 


The vote of £480,000 for the county courts against a 
Teeipt of £218,000 only in fees gave to the House a 
— taste of the consequences of the doctrine of 

gratuitous administration of justice, and called forth 
the suggestion that some measure was wanted for limit- 
ing the facilities of suing for small debts. 


No, 191. 
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The demand of £3,668 for the expense of preparing 
the Conservative Reform Bill of 1858, raised some 
discussion. The duty of drawing Government Bills, it 
get devolves primarily upon the law officers of 
the Crown, but is substantially performed by a counsel 
receiving £2,000 a-year, and by additional assistance 
called in on special occasions such as that in question. 
Messrs. Baxter Rose & Norton, parliamentary agents, were 
employed to draw this Bill, and received the above sum 
for their labours, which included many incidental matters, 
such as collecting statistics and other information re- 
lating to the representation and the distribution of seats ; 
one item was for perusing a vast quantity of suggestions 
and schemes of parliamentary reform. It was admitted 
that the Bill thus drawn by persons professionally em- 

loyed was an admirably drawn Bill, and offered a 
Avourible contrast to the Bill introduced by the pre- 
sent Government, which was drawn by persons employed 
officially—a circumstance which may furnish a hint for 
the future amendment of legislative compositions. 





The progress of legislation has been very rapid during 
the past week, in consequence of the impending 
prorogation of Parliament. Amongst the measures 
relating to law amendment, the following seem most 
worthy of notice. On the Chancery Bill the House 
of Commons appears to have assented to the prin- 
ciple maintained by the Chancery Commission, that all 
judicial functions should be performed | the jud 
themselves, and not delegated to their clerks; and that 
it is preferable to appoint a new equity judge, if neces- 
sary, than to increase the number of the judges’ clerks. 
The House agreed, however, to a clause appointing Mr. 
Buckley as an additional clerk to the Master of the 
Rolls, but only provisionally, and upon the understand- 
ing that he pela be transferred to the new Vice Chan- 
colle, whom, it was anticipated, it would soon become 

to appoint. 

The Chancery Evidence Bill has passed both Houses, 
and will form an important step in the fusion of law 
and equity, in that sense of the term which consists not 
in a confounding of the substance of jurisdiction, but 
in an assuming to itself, by each separate jurisdiction, of 
whatever in the other may be beneficially appropriated 
for its own separate object. 

Upon the motion of the Lord Chancellor, the amend- 
ments of the House of Lords to the Felony and Mis- 
demeanour Bill, which had been rejected by the Com- 
mons, have been withdrawn, and the measure will 
become law this session. This is an important amend- 
ment of our criminal procedure, enlarging the power 
of discussing and sifting the evidence, and will certainly 
increase the means of arriving at truth, at the possible 
expense of only a little extra patience on the part of 
the judge and the jury. 

the ‘ompanies Bill, 1860, has been at length with- 
drawn. It was brought from the House of Lords so 
long ago as the 6th of March, since when no serious 
effort has been made to advance it. With respect to 
this, as also the ‘Transfer of Land Bill, and other im- 
portant measures of law amendment, we can only won- 
der at the assurance of the Government in holding out 
the word of promise so long, after it was clear to 
everybody else that nothing could be done or was 
intended. 

The Attorneys, Solicitors, Proctors, and Certificated 
Conveyancers Bill, is now in a state to receive the 
assent of the Crown. 

It appears certain that the Divorce Court Bill will 
also pass this session, and supply the much wanted 
facilities for the progress of business in that court. It 
will also B prihvas in the shape of a superintendence and 
power of intervention by the Queen’s Proctor, more 
efficient securities against collusion than the mere 
presence in court of three judges to assist at the trial 
and hearing of the cause has hitherto afforded. 
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We have been favoured with a letter from “one of 
the witnesses” before the Commission for the Concen- 
tration of the Courts and Offices, which will be found 
in our correspondence column, referring to our article 
in the Journal of last week, on “The Suitors’ Fund 
and Suitors’ Profit Fund.” Our correspondent differs 
from some opinions expressed in that article, in refer- 
ence to the argument of the Commissioners as embo- 
died in their report ; but without in the slightest degree 
touching or impugning the more substantial grounds on 
which that article seeks to justify the propor appro- 
priation of the Profit Fund to the building of new 
courts and offices. ‘The opinions of “ one of the wit- 
nesses”—a most competent one—are, nevertheless, well 
worthy of attention. A good cause cannot lose by 
discussion. Most questions of importance are capable 
of being viewed in different lights; and one so import- 
ant. as the present demands the fullest investigation of 
every line of argument on which it may depend, in 
order that those who cannot agree with one view, may 
have the choice of another. A large number of sup- 
porters may thus be led by different means to the same 
conclusion, without insisting on the preliminary con- 
dition that they should agree in the same line of argu- 
ment. 

Our correspondent, it will be seen, differs from us on 
two points: first, as to the liability of a stakeholder ; 
and secondly, as to the different. positions of suitors 
whose money was paid into court, before and after the 
passing of the Act of Victoria, which gaye-to the Court 
a general power to invest it. For the more 


precise statement, of his points of difference we beg to 
refer to the language of his letter. 

With respect to the liability of a stakeholder, as an 
abstract question, we are not aware of any decided case 
in which such a bare character is recognised and de- 
fined, without being involved with manifold considera- 
tions of trust, contract, or duty, arising out of special 


circumstances. The instance referred to by ‘‘ the wit- 
ness” of an auctioneer holding a deposit, which only in 
a very qualified sense can be called a stake, had occurred 
to our notice, and is regulated by the terms of the con- 
tract and the usages of trade. It has been decided by 
a court of law that where an auctioneer makes interest 
out of a deposit, the vendor, on. the completion of the 
purchase, cannot maintain an action to recover such in- 
terest as his own money; nor can he, in such case, 
claim interest as damages for a breach of contract 
(Harington v. Hoggart, 1 B. & Ad. 577). We cannot 
find any decision in a court of equity upon the same 
circumstances. On referring to the evidence appended 
to the report of the Commissioners we find “ one of the 
witnesses” delivering the opinion that “ any individual 
officer, whose duty it is to receive and take care of 
money deposited, is entitled to invest at his own risk. 
He cannot carry the money about in his pocket.” And 
we find the same witness on another occasion for- 
tifying this, to us, somewhat startling opinion, by the 
example of an auctioneer. We therefore conclude 
that this is the published opinion of our correspondent. 
The line of reasoning appears to be that because the 
officer cannot carry the money about in his pocket, he is 
obliged, and therefore entitled, to invest it for his own 
profit. Yet it also appears that he may not lend it toa 
banker, and may not even put it into the shape of 
Exchequer Bills. His position in this view of it isa 
very embarrassing one, to say the least. It seems to 
us that a public officer entrusted with money for safe 
keeping can well perform his duty in a simple manner 
by depositing it in a safe, although it is too much to 
carry in his pocket; and, moreover, we think that in 
such case if he avail himself of all the means of secu- 
rity within his reach, and does not negligently omit any 
proper precautions, he could not under any circum- 
stances be made responsible for a loss of the money. 
We further think that, if he takes any other course. he 
acts contrary to his duty, and is justly held responsible 





for any loss which may happen. It was not, how 
our intention in the article in question to contend thy 
the position of the commissioners was untenable, by 
only to suggest that as against a supposed claim of they. 
tors it was not made out beyond all controversy. Wey 
tured to except to the rather summary mode adoptel s 
the report of aprssn, J the question by calling the Couy 
of Chancery a stakeholder, as if a position was. th 
assigned to it with well recognised rights and liabilities 
It seemed to us essential to go rather deeper into th 
uestion, and examine somewhat more minutely int 
the position and incidents of the Court, as it appears in 
that character, and also as to the terms on whichit 
holds the so-called stake, especially after, the Commi 
sioners had in an earlier part of their report suggesta 
that the suitors might have good reasons for 
wishing their money to be invested but to remain gy 
cash, and might have been given to understand tha 
they would be so dealt with. Ifa fund was assign 
to a trustee, upon trust, to retain it in statu quo, ' 
transfer it to the party, who, by a decree, should] 
held entitled to a certain estate, and the trustee em 
ployed the fund in his own business, would he, or would 
e not, be accountable for the profits? pa 

As, to the second point of difference, it was u- 
necessary for our purpose to enter into. the different 
circumstances under which money is eee into court, 
whether voluntarily or under a compulsory order, o 
in what character. We adopted the broad statement of 
the Commissioners, which renders these distinctions 
immaterial.. When money is paid’ into court, the 
suitors interested therein may apply to have it invested, 
or may decline to do so. The interest of the suitors is 
of necessity. contingent until the real owner és 
determined by .the decree; nevertheless, the option of 
an investment is real, and is attended to by the Court 
The suitor having this option, and declining an invest 
ment, well knowing at the same time that the Court hasthe 
general power to invest all money remaining uninvested 
must, in our opinion, be taken to assent. to the invest- 
ment by the Court. It is not from the fact.of the pay- 
ment of the money into court, which may be ix invitum, 
that we presume such assent, as our correspondent 
seems to suppose us to contend, but from the factef 
the suitor declining the investment on his.own account 

On reconsidering our article, however, we feel bound 
to confess that the attempt to cordense a long and im 
tricate argument within the narrow limits of a leader 
has left some openings for misconception of our mean- 
ing on both these points, more especially on the latter, 
which we are glad of the opportunity of explaining, 
though we may still have the misfortune to differ from 
“one of the witnesses.” On this account we ieel mneh 
indebted to him for his observations. We agree with 
him entirely in the result, as to the expediency and the 
feasibility of the proposed scheme for the concentration 
of the courts and offices; and he must have observed 
that the higher grounds which we have taken in refer 
ence to. the fund in question, render the settlement of 
the above minor points of difference immaterial. . |’ 

We propose shortly to return to the subject of the 
Profit Fund, for the purpose of considering the state- 
ment of Vice-Chancellor Wood, the dissentient Com- 
missioner ; and also to present to our readers the opi 
nions of some of the principal witnesses, extracted from 
the evidence given before the Commission, which, being 
too long to repeat in full in these columns in conjune 
tion with the report, many of our readers may not have 
had an opportunity of seeing. 


” 1 
The prorogation of Parliament will take pone 

Tuesday next, the 28th, A Privy Council will be 

at Balmoral on Monday morning, at which the Queen's 

Speech will be settled. 
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The State of Lousiana has 
‘giminal law under the authority of a code for the last 
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CODIFICATION OF LAW IN AMERICA. 


In a review of the New York political code, which 
will be found in a recent number of this Journal, we 
took occasion to give some account of the progress of 
the codification of the law in that State. The principle 

codification is making great advances throughout all 

United States of America, and is likely in a short 
time to supersede entirely the piecemeal manner of 
legislation of the old world. The subject, therefore, 
seems well worthy of some further consideration. 

The constitutional law of all the States has, as a matter 
of necessity, been laid out in the form of awritten code ; 
but many of them have also made great progress to- 
wards a like systematic arrangement of their civil law. 
ministered its civil and 


thirty years; and, according to the opinion of the 
pases, with a very beneficial result. The State of New 
, the leading State of the Union, commenced ope- 
rations upon its statute law, and a consolidated, revised, 
and, to a certain extent, codified edition of the statutes 
came into force in 1830. It is now engaged on a com- 
codification of the whole body of the law of the 
te, including Loth the common law and the statute 
law, with the view of establishing its whole law in the 
form of one statutory code. ‘The codes of civil and criminal 
gia have already been completed, and are now in 
orce. The remainder of the law is to be comprised in 
three codes, to be called respectively the political code, 
the civil code, and the penal code. The political code 
has been published, and presented to the Legislature , 
and the civil and pee codes are promised shortly. 

The important State of Massachusetts has also, since 
the year 1835, enjoyed the benefit of a revised code of 
statutes. After the lapse of twenty years, the subse- 
quent legislation of that State had so accumulated as to 
Tequire incorporation with the code; and a commission 
was appointed for that purpose, the result of whose 
labours has just been enacted, under the title of ‘The 
General Statutes of the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts, 1860." Most of the other States of the Union 
have, we believe, attained a like advanced stage in the 
simplification of their laws. 

A movement is now being made to apply the same 

to the statutes at large of the Federal Union, 
which have hitherto been left in the raw and undigested 
state in which they were originally passed. It is felt to 
be a great and unnecessary grievance that the statutes 
of the Union should fill eleven large octavo volumes, 
seven of which only contain public statutes, the 
test being filled with private acts and treatics. It 
is caleulated that with proper revision and consolida- 
tion the public laws in force could be reduced to two 
volumes of a reasonable size. The Senate of the 
United States have recently agreed to a resolution “ for 
the appointment of a commissioner to revise the public 
statutes ; to simplify their language; to correct their in- 
tongruities; to supply their deficiencies; to arrange 
them in order; to reduce them to one connected text; 
and to report them thus improved to Congress for its 
final action, to the end that the public statutes, which 
all are presumed to know, may be in such form as to be 
more within the apprehension of all!” 

It may also be Tere noticed that the Legislature of 
Canada Be just.completed a consolidated statute book 
m two parts. The one containing the public general 
statutes which apply to the whole province of Canada, 
and the other containing those which apply exclusively 
to Upper Canada. This new statute Prin has become 


law too recently to allow of much experience of its 
Operation ; but it presents a very simple and convenient 


appearance. The Canadian statutes are not merely 
onsolidated, but also revised and classified. ‘They are 
Wranged under general titles according to the subject 
Matter; and are accompanied with a copious index of 
the particular topics referred to. 

It thus appears that amongst the States of America, 





the revision and consolidation of statute law is an 
accomplished fact. Their revised editions of statutes 
have in all cases worked with the greatest. ease and 
efficiency. The solution of the more difficult problem 
of the codification of the common law is still pending. 
he civil code of Louisiana, the law of which State is 
derived from French sources, is for the most parta 
republication of Roman Jaw; but the law of New 
York, and of most of the States, being of i 
origin, gannot be codified without reducing into a 
and regular form all the principles and maxims of the 
common law. The shortly expected civil code 
of New York will therefore be looked for with 
the greatest interest, comprising, as it must, all 
the fundamental principles and varied developments of 
the common law. 

It may be regarded as the crucial experiment of the 
capability of the common law to be registered in the 
form of a written code. If suceessful, it will doubtless 
be imitated and adopted in all States of the Union whose 
laws are of the same origin. It is said that there is at 
present an inclination in those States to prefer the, sys- 
tem of the Roman law, the capacity of which for codi- 
fication has been so well established; but it is probable 
that no state which has lived under, and been accus- 
tomed to the free spirit of the former law, would ex- 
change it for the latter, even though it may combine 
the additional advantages of a code. 

The progress of law amendment in the new world is 
calculated to give rise to much serious reflection in 
the English mind. England has hitherto maintained 
a pre-eminence in all matters relating to practical law 
and legislation. Alone of all. modern nations, she has 
known how to render the highest development of law 
consistent with the largest degree of individual liberty. 
Her laws have commended themselves by their intrin- 
sic excellence to the. voluntary acceptance of the most 
active, energetic, and freest race of men which the world 
has known. The Anglo-Saxon race has. everywhere 
carried with it its birthright of English law; and 
from the most remote parts of the earth has continued 
to look to England for the progressive extension of that 
law in the paths of equity and justice. ‘lhe effect of 
an available code of English common law would entirely 
obviate this dependence on the law of the mother 
country, It would sever the connection of the com- 
mon law with its original source, and establish it on an 
entirely new and independent foundation, The code 
which was found useful for one colony would sogn be 
adopted by others. Every independent colony would 
be ruled by its separate statute-book. It would, ne 
longer draw its current of law from the fountain 
head, but would, for the future, depend. on its own 
resources for the maintenance and advancement, of 
its laws. Our colonies, having lost the connecting 
link which has hitherto preserved a unity in their in- 
stitutions, might be expected to diverge rapidly into 
every. variety of form characterised by the divers 
peculiarities arising from local position, climate, man- 
ners, and occupations. It is vain, however, to specu- 
late on the important changes which might thus be 
wrought by the development of distinct nationalities, 
in the future destinies of the world; we desire rather 
to revert to the prospect of our affairs at home, 

Notwithstanding the undoubtedly great influence 
which we have long exerted through our laws on those 
of all States colonized from this country, the present 
state of our law is not such as can be regarded with 
complacency, or, as is calculated to attract imitation. 
Indeed, it may be reasonably suggested that the state of 
complication in which our laws have become latterly 
involved, forms the principal motive of other states to 
rid themselves of an influence which is found to be more 
burdensome than beneficial, The volumes and statutes 
in which our laws have to be sought, accumulate so 
rapidly that the later generations of lawyers appear in 
danger of being overwhelmed with the richness of their 
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inheritance, and have been: accused’ of renouncing in 
idleness and despair at once the burdens and the’ bless- 
ings,of their birthright. Mr. Hallam has thus repre- 
sented the difficulties of our position :—‘t We accumu- 
late-statute upon statute, and precedent upon precedent, 
till no industry ean acquire, nor any intellect digest, the 
mass of learning that grows upon'the panting student ; 
and our jurisprudence seenis not unlikely. to be simpl- 
fied in the worst and least’ honourable manner, a tacit 
agreement of ignorance amongst its professors.” Every- 
one familiar with the administration of our law will admit 
the truth of this description of its state, though he will 
probably reject the imputation on its professors as a 
calumny. Infinite labour, learning, and talent has been 
successfully expended in digesting and arranging the 
mass of materials, and adapting it for practical purposes. 
Our practical text-books are surprising monuments of ac- 
cumulated industry ; and it is no exaggeration to say, that 
without their aid, the traditionary mode of administer- 
ing the a law in its present advanced state would 
be impossible. 

It is, indeed, full time that the Legislature of this 
country was awakened to a sense of the important duty 
of promulgating the law in an intelligible and accessible 
form, a duty second only to that of providing laws 
sound and eficient in substance. The progress made in 
the simplification of the law in America naturally leads 
us to consider what would be the prospects of success of 
similar attempts in Englard. 

At the outset, there appear such important differences 
between the political condition of England, and that of 
any of the States of the Union, that the complete con- 
version of the law of those States into the form of 
codes, even if successful, would form a very imperfect 
measure of comparison for a similar undertaking in this 
country. The process applied to our constitutional law 
seems altogether out of the question; it would amount 
to a complete revolution. The essential principle on 
which the sanction of the whole of that law depends is 
the authority of precedent. The terms constitutional 
and unconstitutional in the United States refer to the 
strict letter of the written code. With us they are 
understood to point to an accordance with the old 
established and customary modes of proceeding. A 
distinction is thus made beiween the strictness of formal 
law, and the practice of the constitution. or instance, 
it is said to be unconstitutional for the House of Lords 
to refuse to pass a Bill repealing a tax; though their 
strict right to do so in point of form cannot be disputed. 
Hence, to establish our constitutional law on a fixed 
written basis would subvert the constitutionitself. The 
Parliamentary history of England is our text book of 
constitutional law ; and it would be found impossible to 
embody the instruction and experience of ten centuries 
in the few pages of a written code. 

The other branches of our law are more amenable to 
the process. It has long been recognized that our 
statute book requires both a reduction in bulk and a 
simplification in matter. Here the “Revised Statutes” 
produced by numerous States of America prove beyond 
all question that there is no inherent obstacle to render 
such a work impossible. Their statutes are in all 
respects similar in matter and style to those of this 
country. The difference of the work is one only of 
degree; the Eira balk of our statute book demanding 
greater toil, longer time, and more money for its com- 
pression. The difference in the quantities of these 
necessary elements required in the two cases might even 
be calculated with some exactness, on the supposition 
that the machinery employed in the two cases was 
equally simple and effective. But in truth the costly 
and cumbrous commissions for consolidating the statute 
law, which have been found so useless and unmanage- 
able in England, present the greatest contrast with the 
simple instruments employed for that purpose in. Ame- 
rica. The general ‘plan there adopted has: been to 
intrust the whole work to the unrestricted discretion 





and exertions of three commissioners, selected for their 
knowledge of law, who have in all cases been able in a 
short time to report a perfect. result of their labours, 
The machinery which has operated so successfully upon 
the statute law in America is well worth the attention 


and study of our law reformers in all its details; for it | 


seems most probable that the whole secret of the success 
in that country, and the failure in this, will be found 
to consist in the difference in the manner of setting to 
work. , 

In matters of social and economical policy, codifica- 
tion seems peculiarly appropriate. In such matters, 
our modern consolidated statutes already supply us 
with something equivalent to a code; and it may be 
doubted whether they could be made abbreviated or 
simplified without a sacrifice of completeness or per- 
spicuity. 

In one point there appears a precise resemblance 
between codification in the United States and in 
England. In civil rights the common law of England 
applies to both countries, and being independent of the 
country, and of the complicity of its institutions, the mag- 
nitude of the task of codifying its principles in each case 
would be equal. Indeed, the difficulty of such task may 
reasonably be thought greater in America than here. Our 
common law has been described as a mixture of the 
laws and customs of the Romans, Picts, Saxons, Danes, 
and Normans; but an additional element is infused 
by the genius and wants of the American people. The 
codification of the common law as it appears in America 
has, as we have seen, been attempted in the State of 
New York, and we shall look forward to the appearance 
of the civil code of that State with the greatest interest, 
as a fair test of the applicability of the process of codi- 
fication to our own common law institutions. 

‘The great experiment of codification now’ in progress 
in America, cannot, indeed, fail to be an object of 
attention to every one who feels any concern in the 
progress of law and civilisation. The philosophical 
lawyer will observe with interest the effort of a free 
people to apply to their living laws the same process 
which in a former age of the world was successfully 
imposed by a despotic emperor upon a body of settled 
law from which the vital self-creating spirit’ had de- 
parted ; and will naturally be induced to speculate on 
the important consequences which would result in the 
present state of the world from a compact and 
serviceable code of English common law. ‘The practical 
law reformer will observe with attention the mode’ of 
carrying out such a project, and the various steps taken 
in the progress of it; watching carefully their effective 
bearing and results, and above all will examine minutely 
the details of the machinery by which it is proposed to 
accomplish so vast a design. 


MuUSUNTCSSM ED ewes eomnteene 


RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE CHANCERY 
EVIDENCE COMMISSIONERS. 

The object of the eighth recommendation of the 
Chancery Evidence Commissioners we are at a loss to 
understand, unless it be to preserve the examiners 
merely as special examiners, pursuant to the 14th 
recommendation. These two recommendations. ‘are’ in 
the following words :— ‘ 

8. That except as hereinafter mentioned, allexaminationstaken 
by the examiners of the Court, or by any special examiner, 
be'taken ex parte, and no person shall have a right to be, present 
at the taking of any examination, except the party producing 
the witness, his counsel, solicitor, and agents; and that every, 
examination so. taken shall be deemed to be an affidavit ; and 
it shall be the duty of the party who has obtained such exami; 
nation to file the same, which shal? therealter be dealt with in 
all respects as an affidavit, : 

14. That in the case of examinations or cross-examinations 
under the’ last preceding’ résolution, it hall be the duty of the 
examiner of the Ceurt to attend, upon an order of the Court being 
obtained for that purpose, at any place in England or Wales, 
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for the examination and cross-examination of such witness, and 
‘the reasonable expenses of the examiner in that behalf incurred 
shall be paid to him. by the party, requiring the cxamination, 
and shall be costs in the cause, unless otherwise directed. 


‘As special examiners, in fact, to exectite country or 
other special commissions, it may turn out to be very ad- 
yantageous to utilise the existing officers of the Court, 
though we question whether it would not have been 
better to refer any special country examinations to the 
local county court judge, with the same powers in 
respect of taking the evidence, that the judge who will 
hear the cause would have, if it were taken before him. 
That, however, will be matter for experiment—but of 
what use examinations before any examiner ex parte, to 
be treated as affidavits, will be, we cannot conceive. If, 
when you have examined your witness before an ex- 
aminer, after all you get only an affidavit, cui bono? One 
may as well file an affidavit at once, and so, we conceive, 
the matter will work in practice. The examiners of the 
Court will become standing special examiners, and 
nothing more. 


We do not observe any recommendation of the ap- 

intment of official sworn short-hand writers to take 

wn the evidence; and this omission will, we think, be 
severely felt. By recommendation 10 it is proposed, 
that on appeal, the judge's notes shall be prima facie a 
sufficient note of the evidence. This is well, if the 
judge is to take the notes ; but the labour cast upon the 
judge by being compelled to take notes, and with 
nothing but hisown notes to rely upon; and the abstrac- 
tion of his attention by the process of writing, from the 
course of the evidence, must have a prejudicial effect. 
We are well aware that at Nisi Prius that is the method 
on a but we are not satisfied that it works 
well there. ay suet are continually made on motions 
for new trials, that the judge's notes are not accurate. 
How should they be? How can the clearest-headed 


man transform himself: into a registrar of evidence, and 
keep his pen going for hours, and all the time maintain 


in full activity his mental powers of observation, of 
consideration, of reflection ? Caesar may have performed 
feats as to do two or three shina? st once ; but, with 
the profoundest respect be it said, ordinary judges are not 
Cesars. There would be, in addition to this, another 
evil, particularly in equity, in requiring the judge to 
e notes... Equity evidence is a little distinguishable 
from evidence in common. law actions; the subjects of 
dispute are generally more complicated ; the answers, 
instead of being a simple Yes or a No, are more fre- 
quently explanations more or less involved. While 
4 judge is taking down all the witness says, the 
counsel is obliged to wait before he can put his next 
question ; and every one who has ever examined a 
hostile witness knows, that in examination as in war, 
delay is often death ; a sharp-running fire of questions 
must be kept up; if time is given to the witness, he uses 
it to reflect and to baffle the coming question. For these 
Teasons, in which we will feel sure all counsel accustomed 
to oral examination will agree, it seems to us that a Court 
short-hand writer, as recommended by several of the 
gentlemen who have given evidence, is essential to 
the well-working of the new system. 
With regard to juries, the Commissioners have, we 
hink not unwisely, left the calling of a jury to the 
discretion. of the Court. ‘The cases for a jury in 
cery are so exceptional that it would scarcely 
be ene to trust the determination whether there 
shall be a jury or not to counsel. Experienced 
counsel would rarely advise it; but all junior counsel 
are not experienced men, and the novelty of the 
ming might Pye an attraction to young forensic minds, 
which would unnecessarily import jury trials into 
uity... Che truth is, that in difficult equity cases the 
faets that have to be left to a jury are more frequently 
tonclusions of law, or rather facts colored by considera- 
tions/of law, than mere naked facts; and'a judge is in 





general a much safer jury than any twelve laymen that - 
could be selected. We have ourselves been present at 
the few jury cases that have been tried in Chancery, and 
in each of them we are bound to say, that we think: it 
would have been better decided by the judge: himself, 
had he been the jury as well as the judge. 

A ‘few words on the 15th recommendation, and.we 
shall: have concluded our observations on the report 
itself. It is in the words following :— 

That wherever notice requiting vivd voce examination shall 
have been given by any party under the third resolution, the 
Court shall determine’ at the hearing, whether ‘in the cireum- 
stances of the case, it was reasonable and proper to give such 
notice, and shall dispose of the costs occasioned by such notice as it 
may think just, and if the Court shall, be of opinion that such 
notice was given unreasonably, or for the purposes of delay, op- 
pression, or vexation, it may order costs as between solicitor 
and client to be paid by the offending party in respect of all ex- 
penses occasioned by such notice. 


We cannot see the use of this clause; it is simply a 
rod held up in terrorem over the introduction of oral 
evidence; whereas we think the utmost encouragement 
should be given to it; and so the commissioners them- 
selves declare in recommendation No. 2. Beit remem- 
bered, that the costs are always in the discretion of a 
court of equity; numerous instances exist where the 
successful party has not had his costs, and some few 
where he has been made to pay costs wholly or el ’ 
That discretion is quite sufficient power to ¢ the 
improper use of the right to use oral evidence, This 
clause will, therefore, either become a dead letter or. it 
will operate as an unwholesome check ; and we should 
be glad to see it ignored 5 casa in the carrying out 
of the recommendations. Taking them, however, as a 
whole, even ifin no degree varied, they would immensely 
improve the administration of equity, which lacked 
little, except a good system of taking evi- 
dence, to approach as near to perfection as 
the nature of such an institution will permit. 
The maxims of equity are, and always were, of the 
highest judicial morality. Indeed, the only objection to 
them is, that they pitch the standard of equity 
rather too high for the average morality of mankind ; 
and hence it is, that some of the doctrines of equity are 
thought oppressive by men of the world, simply 
because they require from them a morality that they 
cannot realise. ‘I'he pleadings in equity are now by 
joint influence of the Chancery Improvement Act, the 
countenance of the judges, and the most willing efforts 
of draftsmen, reduced to a simplicity of matter and 
style, which renders them more like Addisonian essays 
than the old chancery rigmarole. It wanted, as we say, 
but a good method of arriving at the truth to.make 
equity jurisdiction admirable ; and that method, thanks 
to the learned Commissioners, we hope by Hilary 
Term, to see fairly commencing its work. 


Ss 
— 


The Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Vacancies, Xe. 


MIDDLESEX SESSIONS. 


August 20.—The August adjourned general sessions of the 
peace for the county of Middlesex commenced this day at the 
Guildhall, Westminster, before Mr. Bodkin, assistant-judge, Mr. 
Payne, deputy, and ‘the following magistrates:—Mr. H. H. 
Harwood, Mr. Pugh, Mr. Beetham, Mr. Woolsey, Mr. H. White, 
Mr. H. J. Baxter, Sir James Tyler, Sir John Hansler, Mr. 
Bird, Dr. Bateman, Mr. Goodheart, Mr. Parbury, and ‘Mr. 
Griffiths. 

The'calendar contained the names of 73 prisoners. 





HAMMERSMITH POLICE COURT. 


August 20.—James Easterbrooke, a toll-collector at Notting- 
hill-gate, appeared before Mr. Ingham, to answer a summons 
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charging him with unlawfully demanding and taking toll from 
a section of the St. George's and Hanover-square Volunteer 
Rifles, 

Mr. R. M. Cooper, solicitor, and a member of the corps, 
attended in support of the summons; and Mr. Martin for the 
defendant. 


Mr. John Hamilton Thompson, Adjutant of the St. George's 
Rifles, produced the order book of the corps, from which he 
read a regimental order dated the 3rd inst., stating that on the 
following Monday the corps would meet at the Marble-arch, 
and then proceed to Wormwood-scrubs, for ball practice. He 
said that on the 6th, part of the corps assembled at the Marble- 
arch, where they fell in under his command, and got into an 
omnibus which had been provided by the secretary for the 
purpose. On reaching Notting-hill-gate the toll of 6d, was 
demanded, but he claimed an exemption on the ground that 
they were going to Wormwood-scrubs for ball practice. The 
defendant said they had no right to claim the exemption; and 
he then paid the toll. 


Evidence having been given in support of the summons, 


Mr. IneHam said, he had the fact that the volunteers were 
going on a public duty. It was part of the discipline of the 
corps, and the omnibus was not hired for the ease and conveni- 
ence of the members. Mr. Elliott had founded his decision on 
that ground, and he thought he was right. He therefore gave 
a decision in favour of the complainants, as he considered the 
exemption had been made out. 


However, upon the application of Mr. Martin, the summons 
was adjourned for a fortnight to enable him to consult with the 
lessee of the trust, who was out of town, as to whether he 
would like to have a case submitted to the judges for their 
opinion. 

The collector undertook in the meantime not to charge toll 
in similar cases. 





The following arrangements will take place in the metropoli- 
tan police courts consequent on the death of Mr. Hammill:— 
Mr. Mansfield, of Worship-street, will succeed Mr. Hammill at 
the Marylebone court, and Mr. Alexander A. Knox has been 
sppounted to the vacancy caused by the transfer of Mr. Mans- 


Mr. George Penfold Holmes, of Arundel, Sussex, has been 
appointed a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknowledg- 
ments of deeds by married women in and for the county of 
Sussex. 

Mr. John Griffiths Reynell, of Staple-inn, Middlesex, has 
been appointed a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknow- 
ledgments of deeds by married women in and for the city of 
London, also in and for the city and liberties of Westminster 
and county of Middlesex. 

The Queen has been pleased to t unto Francis William 
Everitt Stiffe, of Old-square, Lincoln’s-inn, in the county of 
Middlesex, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, her royal licence and au- 
thority that he may, in compliance with an injunction contained 
in a certain deed of appointment, bearing date the 24th day of 
December, 1856, use and bear the surname of Everitt, in lieu of 
the name of Stiffe, 

We understand that the recordership of Southampton, ren- 
dered vacant by the resignation of Mr. Edward Smirke, has been 
conferred on Mr. William Major Cooke, of the Western Circuit, 
present Recorder of Poole. 


— ap 
Barliament and Legislation. 


—— 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
; Friday, August 17. 
Fetony AnD MispEMEANOUR. 
On the motion of the Lorp CHANCELLOR, their lordships agreed 
not to insist upon their amendments in this Bill, empowering 
the judges to interfere with the privileges of counsel in criminal 


trials. 
RirLe VoLuNtTeEeR Corps. 


The report of amendments upon this Bill was brought up 


Monday, August 20. . 
Tue Lanps Cuauses Consotmpation Act, 1845, AMEND. 
MENT. 

The royal assent was given to this Bill. 


Law REFoRM. 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR gave notice that on Friday next he 
would call attention to the Law Reform Bills introduced into 
the House of Lords during the present session, and make a 
statement on the subject. 


Tuesday, August 21. 
Crown Debts AND JUDGMENTS. 
The amendments of the House of Commons on this Bill were 


agreed to. 
CORONER. 


Their lordships also agreed not to insist upon their amend- 
ments in respect of this Bill. 


Thursday, August 23. 
ATTORNEYS, SOLICITORS, AND CERTIFICATED 
_ CONVEYANCERS, 

Upon the order that the Commons amendments to this Bill 
be considered, being read, 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said, that in moving that these 
amendments be agreed to by their lordships, he wished to point 
out that a clause had been introduced in the other House 
which he thought was open to objection, namely, the clause 
which provided that all persons who, previously to the passing 
of the Act, had been admitted and enrolled attorneys or 
solicitors of the courts of the countiés palatine of Lancaster 
and Durham, should be admitted and enrolled as attorneys and 
solicitors of the Court of Chancery, and to superior courts of 
law, without further examination, with a provision that such 
admission and enrolment should be presented on or before the 
first day of Trinity Term, 1861. As the law at present stood, 
no person could be admitted to practise in these courts without 
first undergoing a preliminary examination as to their fitness and 
capacity. He thought’ that this requirement ought not to be 
dispensed with, but that these gentlemen also should undergo 
an examination before they were admitted. He did not intend, 
however, to press this point, and should simply move that their 
lordships do agree with the Commons’ amendments 

The motion was then ‘agreed to without discussion. 


Marriage Law (Scorianp). 

Their lordships proceeded to consider the House of Commons’ 
amendments in this Bill. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said that he deemed it his duty to 
advise their lordships to disagree with the alleged amendments 
of the House of Commons in this Bill. ‘They consisted in 
altogether omitting two clauses from the Bill which constituted 
the life and substance of the measure. One was that a divorce 
4 viacula matrimonii pronounced by a court in Scotland should 
have force and validity all over the dominions of her Majesty. 
At present, if a marriage was celebrated in England and the 
divorce took place in Scotland, the divorce had full operation 
in Scotland but none in England, and the parties still remained 
husband and wife on one side of the Tweed though they were 
separated on the other. ‘They might lawfully marry again, and 
their children would be legitimate in Scotland, but bastards in 
England. That was an anomaly most disreputable to the law 
of the United Kingdom. ‘The clause to which he referred pro- 
vided that when a sentence of divorce was duly pronounced 
proper caution being taken to guayl against collusion or fraud, 
it should be operative all over the world. ‘To introduce that 
enactment there was a previous clause which protected the 
Scotch courts against collusion and fraud. At present the 





and received. ‘ 


Scotch courts took cognizance of cases of divorce if the 
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had been resident in Scotland forty days, which induced 
pople to go to Scotland from other countries, and he was 
worry to say from England, collusively to obtain a divorce 
to which they were not entitled elsewhere. Again, the 
Seotch courts claimed a right of jurisdiction which was 
alled ratione originis. If a Scotchman born went into another 
oontry and abandoned his native land, acquiring a domicile 
asewhere, the Scotch Courts said they had a right with respect 
tohim to enforce the law of divorce, although he remained 
domiciled in a foreign country, ratione originis. He might add 
that the two clauses in question were approved by all the law 
lords, and that Lord Brougham had authorised him to state 
that he still retained the opinions which he had expressed to 
their lordships. The noble and learned lord concluded by 


moving their lordships to disagree with the Commons’ amend- 
ments, and the appointment of a committee in the usual form 
to draw up the reasons of their dissent. 


Law anp Equrry. 
Their lordships agreed to the House of Commons’ amend- 
ments. 
Destrors AND CrEDITORS Act AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read the first time. 


ENDOWED CHARITIES. 
On the motion of the Lorp CHANcELLor, the House of 
Commons’ amendments in this Bill were agreed to. 


Friday, August 24. 
Law Rerorm. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR called the attention of the House 
tothe measures of Law Reform introduced during the present 
sssion. . His lordship haying laid on the table of the House a 
Bill for the repeal of several statutes, moved its first reading. 
He did not do so with a view to passing the Bill. this session, 
but simply for the purpose of having the matter fully discussed 
next session.’ He took this opportunity of calling the attention 
of their lordships to the measures of law reform that had been 
brought before them during the present session. The efforts 
inthe direction of law reform had been characterised as a 
frilure, but he thought that, although in many respects they 
had failed, they had succeeded to a large extent in carrying 
out good and substantial law reforms. He rejoiced that the 
Chancery Bill, one of much importance, had passed both 
Honses, and only tow waited the Royal assent. The Bill con- 
lidating old Acts of Parliament relating to companies, and 
tilled the Companies’ Bill, had passed with the concurrence of 
both sides of this House; it was sent to the House of Com- 
tons on March 5th, and unfortunately it was not.on the paper 
for consideration there till the end of the session, and on the 
day when it was’ to be discussed, he was sorry to say it was 
thought’ advisable that it should be abandoned. © There 
were seven Bills which had originated ‘in their lordship’ 
House for the consolidation of the criminal law. Those 
Bills were thoroughly considered and discussed with great 
care by their lordships, but it was deemed desirable that they 
thotld be considered clause by clause by 2 committee of the 
other House, and time, therefore, did not admit of their passing. 
The’ law relative to the administration of poison, he was happy 
0 say, had received the Royal assent. The law for enabling 
the courts of common law to exercise an equitable jurisdiction 
it certain cases had been passed, and had done more-towards 

¢ improvement of their proceedings in the courts at West- 
uiister than the measures for law reform passed in the reign of 
tty sovereign. The next Bill that had passed was one which 
hat English bankrupts from going to Scotland to get 
was vulgarly called whitewashed, and thus defrauding 





English creditors. The Divorce Court Bill was sent to the 
other House at an early period of the session, and after some 
considerable delay the microscopic eye of some member of 
the House of Commons had discovered an informality of the 
Bill, and raised a question of privilege as to one of its clauses. 
That clause allowed one of the officers the fees, and had not 
been printed in red ink, as was usual in those cases, and what 
were known as privilege clauses; but the House of Com- 
mons, in the handsomest and the most liberal manner, 
seeing that there was no intention to usurp its privileges, had 
passed the second reading of the Bill, and it would, no doubt, 
become the law of the land. The Endowed Charities Bill had 
also been passed, and the last Bill he had to refer to was the 
Conjugal Rights Bill, and that was still before the other House, 
and if the House of Commons wonld admit the two clauses he 
proposed to retain, he thought the law courts of England and 
Scotland would be materially improved. He was glad, in 
calling the attention of their lordships to the proceedings of 
the House in its judicial, not its administrative, capacity, that 
he could say that by the co-operation of the law lords the ju- 
dicial business of the House was in a more satisfactory state 
than it had ever been before, aad at the opening of the next 
session there would only be 24 appeals to be heard. It had been 
said that Chancery suits were never ended; but he would call 
the attention of the House to the case of the Westminster 
Palace Hotel Company. The bill was filed, and the suit thus 
commenced on the 17th May, this year, and, after being tried 
in its various stages, and finally by appeal to this House, was 
terminated and finally decided on August 6, this year. Looking 
at these circumstances, he thought the House, whether regarded 
in its administrative or judicial character, had done all in the 
way of law improvement and reform that could be reasonably 
expected ofthem. The noble and learned lord concluded by 
moving the first reading of the Bill he had laid on the table 
at the commencement of his address, 

After a few words from Lord St. Leonards, the Bill was read 
a first time. 


ne 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, August 17. 
Marriace Law (Scornanp). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


ATTORNEYS, SOLICITORS, AND CERTIFICATED CONVEYAN- 
CERS. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Monday, August 20. 
Court or CHANCERY. 

Mr. HapFiexp presented a petition from the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Society in favour of the Chancery Bill 
and of an additional chief clerk to conduct the increasing busi- 
ness in the office of the Master of the Rolls, 


THE JERSEY COMMISSION. 

In reply to Mr. HapFIExp, 

Mr, Crive said the appendix to this report was not yet 
ready, but he should know to-morrow whether it would be 
possible to produce the report and appendix, or the report 
without the appendix, before the close of the Session. 


COMPANIES. 
Forcep Trape Marks, 

Mr. Matrxs wished to know whether it was the intention of 
the President of the Board of Trade to withdraw the Companies 
Bill for this session, He thought that the manner in which 
the legal measures of the Government had been continually 
postponed time after time afforded great ground for complaint. 
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Mr.’ Bass asked the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he would be prepared to bring in a measure to check 
the forging of trade marks early next session? 

Mr. M. Gipson said that a Bill had been prepared on the 
subject of trade-marks, and would have been introduced if 
there had been any probability of its being carried this session. 
It was a very difficult subject, and partook so much of the 
character of law reform, that it scarcely lay within the pro- 
vince of the Board of Trade. They had, however, given their 
best attention to the subject, and he prepared a Bill which, to 
a certain degree, met the evils which were complained of. As 
to the Companies Bill, they had been sincere in their intention 
to proceed with it, and the greatest pains had been taken to 
make it as perfect as possible; the pressure of other important 
business had alone delayed it. It had been suggested that 
some parts of the measure should be omitted, and that the re- 
mainder should then be proceeded with; but, on consideration, 
as this was a Consolidation Bill, for the purpose of bringing 
into one statute the whole of the laws relating to the incorpora- 
tion of companies, it was thought better to abandon it alto- 
gether for the present session, and to bring it forward at some 
future period, when he hoped to have the assistance of the hon. 
gentleman opposite, and other members of the legal profession, 
who, as a body, were not always very eager supporters of law 
reform. 

The order for the committal of the first-mentioned Bill was 
then discharged and the Bill withdrawn. 


DIvoRce, 

On the motion for the second reading of this Bill, 

Mr. HENNESSY rose to call attention to a question of pri- 
vilege. The Bill, he said, came down from the House of Lords 
on the lst of May. The 5th clause provided that where only 
one of the parties to any matter before the Court should appear, 
it should be lawful for the Court to order her Majesty’s proctor 
to instruct counsel to argue before the Court any question in 
relation to such matter, and the proctor should be entitled to 
charge the costs of such proceedings as part of the expenses of 
his office. The 7th clause provided that in certain cases her 
Majesty’s proctor was to retain counsel, and subpoena witnesses; 
that the Court should be empowered to order the cost ot such 
proceedings to be paid by the parties, or such of them as it 
should see fit; and that in the event of the proctor not being 
satisfied, he should be entitled to charge the difference as part 
of the expenses of his office. He submitted that these clauses 
ought to have been printed in red ink. 

The SpeaKeER said: As the hon.gentleman gaveme notice of 
his intention to raise this question, I have béen able to give it 
my consideration, and I am of opinion that there are provisions 
in this Bil! liable to serious objections. Clause 5, authorising 
the proctor to charge certain proceedings as part of the expenses 
of his office. If this was an original Bill, the case would be 
more grave, but it isan amending Bill, to amend the Act 20 & 21 
Vict. c. 85. Sect. 62 of that Act provides, “ It shall be lawful 
for the Commissioners of her Majesty’s Treasury, out of such 
moneys as may be provided and appropriated by Parliament 
for the purposes to cause to be paid all necessary expenses of 
the Court under this Act, and other expenses which may be 
incurred in carrying the provisions of this Act into execution.” 
The House will observe the words “ out of such monies as may 
be provided and appropriated by Parliament,” It is in relation 
to these words, and the use that has been made of them, that I 


wish particularly to invite the attention of the House. It has‘ 


been a practice, grown up within the last six or seven years, 
for the Lords to establish grounds of expense to propose salaries 
“* to be paid out of monies provided by Parliament.” On July 
5, 1854, a Bill was brought from the Lords, entitled “A Bill to 
fucilitate the Sale and Transfer of Encumbered Estates in the 
West Indies.” Clause 12 provided there shall be paid out “ of 
moneys to be provided by Parliament—(this in black ink),—to 
the chief commissioner, two assistant-commissioners, chief secre- 
tary, and assistant-secretary (this in ‘red ink), such salaries as 
the Commissioners of her Majesty’s Treasury may from’ time 
to time recommend (this in black ink). I do not trace this 
course to a date earlier than the year. 1854;,but the Bill I 
have named was considered a precedent for similar provisions 
in other Bills. In‘my opinion this new practice should not be 





permitted to become usage. It seems to me open to serious gb. 
jections. It is liable to misconstruction. It is calculated to 
break down the broad line of distinction between the 
attributes, and powers of the two Houses, Acting on, the dis. 
cretion vested in me by this House, I have already intimatg 
that clauses in that form, and provisions so made, would hep 
after be objected to by myself on behalf of this;House,iang 
that I should advise- the House not to receive them... In the 
present instance, considering that this is an amending Act 
considering the provisions of the original Act, I submit, to the 
House that, if it approves of the course I have:taken, and if 
is satisfied that sutlicient securities are provided for the futur, 
it will perhaps not think it necessary to put. its full poway 
into exercise on this occasion, The House, however, is now.ia 
full possession of the case, and it is for the House to decide, 
Mr. Hennessy said, that after the very important. statement 
made by the Speaker, it would be presumptuous in him to add 
another word; and ne would therefore move that. this Bill:he 
laid aside. wiki 
The AtrroRNEY-GENERAL hoped that the hon, member 
would not press his motion. Parliament in the original: Bill 
had given authority to pledge its credit for the payment of all 
the expenses of carrying out the Act; and when the Bill came 
down under the provisions of the original enactment, it:was 
hardly a case for pressing the question of privilege to the ex 
treme point. 


Mr, E. James moved the adjournment of the debate. After 
the very able judgment pronounced, by the Speaker, it was die 
to him that the House should not decide rashly on’ matter 
which seemed to involve most important considerations. 

Mr. Maxins ded the amendment u 

Lord Patmerston thought that under all the cireumstancs 
it would be better to agree to an adjournment, which would 
give a proper opportunity for considering what was the best 
course to be taken under the circumstances. ‘st 

The debate was then adjourned. a 





TrusTEEs, MortTGaGcEEs, &¢. 

Destors AND CREDITORS Act (AMENDMENT). | ~ 
Orrences witHIn Her Masesty’s Possessions ABROAD 
These Bills were read a second time. "ap 


a 
Metropouitan Porice Force (Dockyarns). 


Lord C. PaGet, in moving that the House go into committee 
on this Bill, explained that its object was to extend the action. 
of the metropolitan police force to all her Majesty’s dockyard, 
in the same way as they now acted in Woolwich and Chathiat 
There had been purloining of public stores to a considerable 
extent in some of the dockyards, and the Government having 
sent down Inspector Mallalieu to inquire into the matter, he 
had recommended, in a very able report, that there should be 
one uniform system of police in all the yards. It had there- 
fore been thought advisable that the action of the metropolitan 
police force should be extended to all the dockyards. They 
would also be charged with the duty of arresting deserters 
from the navy. ie 

The SpeaKeER then left the chair, and the Bill passed through’ 
committee. wb, 

Tuesday, August 21. ss oe 
ENDOWED CHARITIES, ti 


The House went into committee on this Bill, and the clause’ 
were agreed to with various amendments. The Bill,.wat 
ordered to be reported to the House, at 

‘DEBTORS AND CREDITORS AMENDMENT. ia 

This Bill passed through committee, and was reported witit 

amendments to the House. ar 
+b og 

CHANCERY EvIDENCE. 22, old 

This Bill having passed through committee, the A 
General said that, as the clauses in the Bill had been unati-” 
mously agreed to in committee by both Houses of Parliament; 
he hoped the House would allow him to move the third reading” 
of the Bill at once. iL ee 

Mr, Mauins thought there could be no possible objection te 
that course being followed on thi® occasion, the Bill being'#p” 
proved by the profession generally, de> 

The Bill was then read a third time and passed. , re 
Orrences wiTnin Her Masesty’s Possessions ABROAD, 


This Bill also passed through committee. 


afte 
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Court oF CHANCERY. 

“The House went into committee on this Bill. 

‘Mr. Haprrexp proposed to adda clause to the effect that 
in'additional clerk should be given to the’ Master of the Rolls, 
andthat the person so appointed should be Mr. John Arthur 
Buckley, late chief clerk to one of the Masters in Ordinary. 
The hon. member stated that the annual sum which passed 
through the offices of the four courts of equity, and which 
wis disposed of in charities, amounted in the aggregate to 
£63,420. Of this the sum that passed through the Rolls’ 
Court’ in’ the course of its administration was £30,286, a fact 
which showed the importance of the duties discharged by the 
chief clerk in’ the Rolls’ Court. 


Sir J. Granam opposed the clause, His objection to it did 
nétarise from any feeling against Mr. Buckley, but was 
fiifided ‘on ‘principle. When the Masters in Chancery were 
abélishied, On the recommendation of a commission of which 
he had the honour to be a member, it was done at great ex- 
to the country, in consequence of the compensation 
awatded. . “The commissioners anticipated that ‘great evils 
would: arise if the duties of judges in chambers were handed 
over'to'their chief clerks, and they therefore expressed a hope 
thatthe judges would divide their time between the bench and 
chambers.’ The business: of the bench, however, became so 
onerous that the judges could not give their service in cham- 
bers.as was intended; and the consequence was that their 
functions were performed by their chief clerks, so that the 
evi apprehended by the commissioners had actually arisen. 
It was to-be recollected that the clerks of the judges were per- 
sons inferior in station and ability to the Masters in Chancery. 
He therefore thought. it was the duty of the: House not to 
feilitate the. means, by which the important duties of the 
j should be transferred from themselves to their clerks. 
proposal of the hon. member for Sheffield was to appoint 

4 permanent. additional first clerk to the Master of the Rolls. 
Ifthe House agreed to this appointment, they might reckon 
upon the appointment of an additional clerk to the establish- 
ment of each, of the other. equity judges, at a great. expense to 
thecountry. ‘Though he opposed this proposal, he must say 
that ie’ thought the time had arrived when an additional 
equity judge should be appointed to meet the pressure of busi- 


U 


‘nessin Chancery. The adoption of the step they were now 


called on to take would be subversive of all hope for the future, 
and, so. far from being an improvement, would be one of the 
geatest injuries that could possibly be inflicted upon the 
that, had flowed from the recommendations of the Chan- 
cery, Commission. 
‘Mr/Roxt supported the clause, and observed that the increase 
‘ in the Rolls’ Court justified the appointment of an 
additional clerk, 
tJ, Grattam asked if the services of Mr. Buckley could 
Continued as now, without giving a legislative sanction 
his appointment. 


Mr. Matins agreed generally with the views expressed by 
the right hon. gentleman (Sir J. Graham), but he did not think 
thétime ‘had -yet arrived for the appointment of a new equity 

though probably the time was fast approaching when 

an appointment would be necessary. He was opposed to 

the appointment of an additional clerk tothe Master of the 

in the way proposed by the clause; but, considering that 

MteBuckley, who had a salary of £1,000 a year as clerk to a 

late master in’ Chancery, had offered his services to the Master 

of the Rolls rather than remain idle, he suggested that the 

Master of the Rolls should continue the services of that gentle- 

man on the terms‘on which he had discharged them for the last 
years. 

The ArrorNeY-GENERAL would give his most decided 
opposition to the clause of the hon, member for Sheffield; but, 
atthe same time, he admitted that there was a difficulty in 
depriving the Master of the Rolls of a part of the assistance 
which he had enjoyed. Mr. Buckley had been employed in 
theoftiee of one of the masters in Chancery, and as the business 
of thedifferent masters had been transferred to the Master of the 
the assistance of one of their clerks should be granted to him. 

ground he thonght the assistance of Mr, Buckley should 
be ned. |, /He proposed to introduce words providing ‘that 
Mr, Buckley should only be employed during such time as, in 

opinion of the Lord Chancellor, his assistance might be 
tequired, and that he should not be entitled to compensation. 


Mt Hikwiey thouglit the clause should be negatived, and the 
Proposal of the Attorney-General brought up on the report. 





Unless they acted with caution, they would get back again to 
all the evils which at so great a price they had got rid of. 


Sir J. GRanAM viewed the Attorney-General’s proposal with 
great jealousy. Wher the Vice-Chancellors were sufficiently 
occupied in superintending two clerks he did not see how the 
Master of the Rolls could efficiently superintend three. | He 
thought the time was at hand when the services of a fourth 
judge would be necessary, and then the services of Mr. Buckley 
could be transferred to the new judge. He thought the reasons 
for the present appointment, if it was agreed to, should be stated 
in the preamble of the Bill. 


The ATTORNEY-GENERAL concurred in the suggestion that 
the yeasons of the appointment should be stated in the preamble, 
and that Mr. Buckley’s services should be transferred to the 
new judge, when he was appointed. 


Tt being ten minutes to four o’clock, the discussion terminated. 


Wednesday, August 22. 
Tue Hicu SHERIFF oF SURREY. 


Mr. B. Cocnranze.—lI rise to ask the Home Secretary the 
question, of which I have given him private notice, respecting 
my friend Mr. Evelyn, the High Sheriff of Surrey I wish to 
know whether, taking into consideration the high character of 
Mr. Evelyn, and the universal respect entertained for him in 
the county of Surrey, and also the misapprehension under 
which he issued the placard, desiring the officers not to close 
that portion of the court assigned to the public, in opposition 
to the commands of the judge presiding in that court, the 
Home Secretary will advise her Majesty to be be graciously 
pleased to remit the fine of £500 which has been imposed on 
Mr. Evelyn. 


Sir G. C. Lewis.—I have no doubt at all of the high cha- 
racter of Mr. Evelyn, the High Sheriff of Surrey; but I must 
take the liberty of remarking that if it is his wish to approach 
her. Majesty with any petition for the remission of the fine, the 
proper oe 8 of making the petition is to address it to the Home 
Secretary, and not.to ask any friend of his, however distin- 
guished, to put a question in this House. Not having received 
any communication from Mr. Evelyn, and not knowing from 
his statement that there had been any misapprehension, it is 
impossible for me to give any opinion whatever as to the advice 
which I might, in the event of such a petition being presented, 
tender to her Majesty on the subject. I will only say that I 
have seen the handbill which Mr, Evelyn caused to be pla- 
carded in the town, and which, I believe, he also cansed to be 
distributed by the sheriff's officers in the court, and it certainly 
appears to me that that placard was of a highly objectionable 
nature for a high sheriff under the circumstances to distribute, 
Until I receive some information which leads me to a different 
conclusion, it seems to me to be clear that the judges were jus- 
jut g taking serious notice of the proceedings of the High 
Sheriff. 

ENDOWED CHARITIES. 


The report on this Bill was agreed to. 


Court oF CHANCERY. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


DestTors AND CREDITORS Act AMENDMENT. 
This Bill, as amended, was considered and agreed to. 


OFFENCES WITHIN HER Magesty’s Possessions ABROAD! 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Thursday, August 23. 
TRANSFER OF LAND. 

Mr. V. Scunty gave notice that, should a measure not. be 
brought forward by the Attorney-General next session for the 
registration of titles, he should move that, in the opinion of 
this House, increased facilities for the transfer of land should 
be afforded by a proper system for the efficient registration of 
titles, 

ENDOWED CHARITIES. 


This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Trustees, MortTGAGEEs, &c. 


The House went into committee on this Bill; the several 
clauses were, after some discussion, agreed to. 
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RIFLE VOLUNTEER CORPS. 
The amendments of the House of Lords to this Bill were 


agreed to 
Divorce Court. 
On the question that the Bill be read a second time, 


Mr. Matins said, that when the Divorce Court was originally 
established many were of opinion that the additional facilities 
given for the dissolution of marriage would open the door to 
loose practice to an alarming extent. The argument which 
the Attorney-General opposed to this apprehension, and 
by which mainly he secured the passing of the Bill, 
* was that the decision of all cases of dissolution of marriage 
should be confined to the full court consisting of three 
judges, of whom the Judge Ordinary would be one, the 
other two being selected from the Lord Chancellor or 
the chiefs of the three courts of common law. It was under- 
stood that, as a safeguard against collusion, the presence of three 
judges should be required,in all cases of dissolution of mar- 
riage, snd surely the necessity for that safeguard was as great 
now as in 1857. In the twenty-three years prior to 1857 
there were 330 petitions for annulment of marriage, but in 
1858 alone there were no less than 236 petitions for dissolution 
of marriage, besides eighty-four petitions for judicial separation. 
There had been great difficulty in constituting a full court, 
and last year all the puisne judges were made members of the 
court. There were lists of eight or nine marriages dissolved 
in one sitting, and the learned member for Marylebone stated 
that he had known nineteen marriages dissolved in one sitting 
of six hours. No doubt, many petitions were undefended; 
but in those cases still greater caution was needed to prevent 
collusion. In a pamphlet published by Mr. Macqueen, that 
gentleman said that cases of dissolution of marriage occupied 
less time than cases of judicial separation. That fact proved 
how much care should be taken not to allow persons to get 
tid of the tie of marriage at any moment when they choose 
to ask it. The number of petitions for dissolution of mar- 
Tiage-now pending was between 290 and 300—an appalling 
fact, and one which made it of the highest importance to 
take every precaution against an abuse of the law. It was 
now proposed to leave the Judge Ordinary alone to dispose 
of the business which Parliament had hitherto decided should 
not be dealt with by less than three judges. He believed the 
country generally did not approve the law of divorce, and that 
its operation had been prejudicial to society, and it would be 
still more injurious if it were not administered with the great- 
est care and jealousy. He regretted the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was not present, because, though he had changed 
many opinions since 1857, he believed his opinion on this sub- 
ject remained unchanged. ‘So far from committing the business 
of this court to the Judge Ordinary alone, the proper course 
would have been to constitute a Court of three judges, inclu- 
ding a common law, a civil law, and an equity judge. It 
was the general impression of those who practised in the 
Divorce Court that divorces were in many instances procured 
by collusion and fraud, but if it was well known that there 
was an efficient tribunal to try and sift every case that came 
before it fraud and collusion would not be attempted. He 
thought the best course would be to postpone the Bill till 
next session, and with that view he would move that the Bill 
be read a second time that day month. If he was unsuccessful 
in this motion, he would move that the Bill be continued for 
one year only. 

Sir G. Bowyer seconded the amendment. 


Mr. James supported the Bill, and observed that the ques- 
tion was not as to the policy of the divorce law, but whether 
this Bill, intended to te the disposal of the vast amount 
of business before the Court, was a wise measure. A single 
judge was objected to; but questions of property, character, and 
life and death were tried by a single judge, and the delay of 
justice in the Court through the accumulation of cases was a 
serious grievance, 

Mr. Srooxen had snpported the Bill of 1857 upon the 
assorance of the Attorney-General that the constitution of 
the Court would afford a safeguard against fraud and colln- 
sion; but he had heen convinced by the results of the law and 
by the arguments of Mr. Malins that he ought to vote against 
this Pill, 

Mr. Hexnvasy opposed the Bill, not only on the ground of 
ow but on account of the power it gave to the Queen's 

re 


The Artounny-Gusenas, replied to the objections offered to 





the Bill, which, he observed, had been unfairly discussed, } 
had been said that it dispensed with three judges, and re 
all authority in a single judge; but the Bill left it to the diger. 
tion of the Judge Ordinary to call in other judges, and , 
multiplicity of judges could not more easily detect collusion 
and connivance than a single judge. ig 
After some remarks by Mr. Grirritu, the amendment yy 
negatived upon a division by 43 to 11, and the Bill yy 
read a second time. : 
The House then went into committee upon the Bill, th 
clauses of which underwent a few amendments, by one of which 
the duration of the Bill was limited to two years. 


Friday, August 24. 
Divorce Court. 
This Bill was read a third time, and passed. 


Trustees, Morteacerss, &c, 
This Bill was read a third time, and passed. 


ConsuGat Riguts (Scorzanp) BI. 


The consideration of the Lords’ reasons for disagreeing to the 
Commons’ amendments was postponed until to-morrow. 





yé 
~ 


Correspondence. 


THE SUITORS’ FUND AND THE PROFIT FUND. 

Srr,—There are two points in your article of Saturday m 
the above subject, which I could wish to see more fully discus. 
sed ; if only as interesting questions of casuistry. 

Ist. Is a stakeholder accountable (as a trustee would be) fr 
any profit he may make on the stake; or, as you put it, is h 
merely a trustee with a strict trust to take care of the stake 
and deliver it to the party who shall ultimately appear enti 
tled? and if you are right on this point, 

2nd. Is there any difference in point of right and 
between the suitors who deposited their money before the ‘Ad 
1 & 2 Vict. c. 54, and those who deposited since ? 

In the evidence I gave before the commission, I stated 
positively, and I think correctly, that the law was exactly 
other way on the first point, and I referred to the cases in which 
profits made by an auctioneer on sale deposits had been unste- 
cessfully claimed against him. The cases are easily referred 
to, by anyone who is not, like myself, away for his long vacatio 
holiday. The reason I take to be that a stakeholder under- 
takes to give back the stake in monies numbered. He tay 
not put it even in exchequer bills, He cannot carry it in his 
pocket. If he place it at his bankers, and the banker fails, he 
is to lose it. And therefore by the very nature of the contrac 
on which he undertakes the office, he may use the money, and 
is not accountable for interest, A trustee, on the other hané, 
is, bound to invest in some-way. 

Were the law otherwise, I should entirely -dispute you 
position on the second point. The argument would be very gow 
if the suitors who pay in were the proprietors of the money 

id in, and if they voluntarily paid their money into cot 

ut they constantly do it on compulsory orders, and én invitiin; 
or if the trustee pays in under the Relief Act, he does it with 
out the consent of the beneficiary. Money, in fact, may be stil 
never to be paid in by the real owner. I consider these poitit 
of more practical moment to the object of the commissiét 
than at first sight they would appear. ‘There are powerful ent 
mies to be conquered yet; and if even small holes can be pickel 
in the commissioners’ report, their enemies will soon make thew 
into wide breaches, , - 

“One or THE WirnessEs,” 


26th August. 


BUSINESS IN JUDGES’ CHAMBERS, 


Si1n,—Now the vacation affords a good opportunity for yA 
sideration, I wish to make some practical suggestions for 
better regulation of the business in the Common Law Judge 
Chambers. 

Ist. That all summonses for time to declare, plead, reply, 4s 
be heard before « master. 

and, That 136. 4d, be allowed to the attorney @ 
attending all summonses before the jndge in actions over 44 
and 6s, 8d. in those under, and the same be allow 
whether the order be by consent or not. 
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$rd. That where the master thinks more should be allowed 
he should have a discretion on taxation to do so. 


“These suggestions may appear too simple or too favourable 


tothe attorney; but I contend that if they obviate or alleviate 
the admitted inconveniences (and worse) of the present system, 
there is no objection to their being simple, and by striking at 
the root of the evil, the want of adequate remuneration to the 
attorney, the best remedy is applied. ‘The masters will proba- 
bly say they are sufficiently occupied already. I doubt it, but 
if they are it is easy to appoint more—one sits in court to 
listen to arguments he cares nothing about, except so far as they 
end in arule being discharged or made absolute, when he takes 
care it is prepared accordingly. It is very rare that his presence 
js needed by the conduct of attornies being called into question 
or s0 forth, a great deal of time might be saved on taxations 
an official list of what would be allowed—the rules are 
ent in some cases, and elastic in others—the masters of one 
court will allow what those of another will disallow, and one 
master will allow what his colleague of the same court would 
disallow. If attornies are expected to attend summonses or 
send competent clerks, the remuneration must be higher. I 
may astonish some readers by saying that it is a fact that 
half the orders made are in reality made by consent with- 
gut that inconvenient fact appearing. The attorney 
served writes “order as by judge,” and then the 
judges’ clerk leaves out “by consent.” It requires 
a much care often to consider whether you will 
tonsent to as to append a sum.” The principle of going 
beyond the usual scale of allowances has been repeatedly 
fecognised in Chancery, why not in Common Law? If on a 
sutmons to plead several matters, you consult your pleader or 
tounsel on an intricate question, and go fully into it; why 
should you be allowed 3s. 4d. just as if it were a summons for 
time to plead? You are not allowed for consulting your 
leader in this case. It must be borne in mind that the town 
fgent, who does most of the work, gets but half the profit— 
surely in an action below £20, half 3s. 4d. is a most miserable 
feturn for four or five hours’ waiting at these horrible places. 
Ifmore were allowed to attornies, they would attend themselves 
or send a better description of clerks—the business would be 
tore expeditiously and better attended to—the judges would 
iio longer complain of being bored by office boys who per- 
ey repeat the same thing. It may be urged, that 
reform might advantageously be made. Very probably, 


bot I think what I have proposed will at least be something— 
the masters might take some other quasi formal business—they 


Might decide as to change of venues, &c. Success in slight 

changes might lead to others of more importance, but if the 

time of judges and attornies is not wasted in the ruthless 

mamer in which it is disgustingly spent at present, at all 

‘ents some improvement will be made.—Your ont 
t : 


> 


The Provinces. 


Batstou.—In the Court of Bankruptcy for this district, on 
day, the 13th instant, Mrs. Mary Ann Snook, the wife of 
Edmond Snook, of Bath, a bankrupt, was sammoned for exa- 
ihination before Mr. Commissioner Hill. ‘The bankrupt’s certifi- 
Gate was granted on the 22nd of March last, of the third 
after twelve months’ suspension, without intermediate pro- 
ction. ‘The assignees have brought an action against Mr. 





George Stokes, of London, who acted as the London agent of 


the bankrupt, to recover a large sum paid shortly before the 
lure, and which payment is alleged to have been a fraudulent 
ce. It was desired to examine the bankrupt on the 

of this action, which was set down in the cause list of the 
tistol Summer assize, and the object of summoning Mrs. 
k was to ascertain from her where her husband was to be 
found, he having left Bath on protection being withheld from 
him, to avoid arrest.—Mr. Henderson, who appeared for the 
8, asked the witness whore her husband was now living. 

Mrs. Snook declined to answer.—Mr. Abbot, who appeared for 
the witness, asked if sho had any knowledge of her husband's 
t residence except what she had derived from commu- 
ications received from him ?—'The witness roplied that she had 
Hot—Mr. Henderson contended that the 118th seotion of the 
Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act gave the Court power to sum- 
tho wife of s bankrupt for the discovory of his estate ; but 

te learned Commissioner not coinciding in the interpretation 
by Mr. Henderson on that clause, he (Mr. Henderson) fell 

WK on the general power conferred by the 120th section of the 





Act.—Mr. Abbot then submitted that the witness was justified 
in reftsing to answer the question of Mr. Henderson, citing as 
an authority the Law of Evidence Amendment Act, 16 & 17 
Vict. cap. 83, sec. 3. which provides that “no husband shall be 
compellable to disclose any communication made to him by his 
wife during the marriage, and no wife shall be compellable'to 
disclose any communication made to her by her husband during 
the marriage.”—His Honour inquired whether Mr. Henderson 
had any ‘authority to produce which would override the pro- 
vision of this statute?—Mr. Henderson admitted that he was 
not prepared with any—His Honour then ruled that the ques- 
tion could not be put, as it would be an invasion of the conjugal 
rights of the witness. , 


Great YarmMouTH.—Proceedings have been commenced 
under the Corrupt Practices Prevention Act, against three Con- 
servative electors of Great Yarmouth, alleged to have commit- 
ted acts of bribery at the last election for the borough, in 1859. 
The proceedings originate with a gentleman in the metropolis 
and arise out of the evidence adduced before the select commit- 
tee which disposed of the petition against the return of the pre- 
sent sitting members for Yarmouth, Sir H. J. Stracey and Sir 
E. H. R. Lacon. 

LiveRPoo..—Sir George Grey has intimated his intention 
of appointing twelve new magistrates for this city; and the 
names of the gentlemen selected are as follows:—James Robin- 
son, William James Lamport, Maxwell Hyslop, Charles Mozley, 
C. J. Corbaliy, Thomas Dyson Hornby, William Preston, 
George Melly, J. Barnes Brancker, John Farnworth, Thomas 
Chilton, and Joseph Hubback. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE.—The Sheriff (Wm. Hawthorn, 
Esq.) has, as the returning officer of this borough, appointed 
Mr. William Daggett, solicitor, to be the election auditor, to act 
at any election for the said borough, during the year now next 
ensuing. 

The Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association will hold 
its annual meeting in this town in October next. The use 
of the New Town Hall building has been secured for the occa- 
sion ; and to render the convocation as spirited and successful 
as possible, the Newcastle aud Gateshead Law Society have 
appointed a committee to make the local arrangements, under 
the direction of the worthy president, Mr. J. Clayton. A 
number of valuable papérs, it is understood, will be read; and 
additional interest will be imparted to the proceedings by the 
half-yearly meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, 
which will take place at the same time. 

TivERTON.—Sir John Coleridge has promised to deliver a 
lecture at Tiverton, on the 6th of September, on “ The Univer- 
sities and Public Schools.” 





ip 
— 


Xreland. 


RETIREMENT OF MASTER LYLE, 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society, in the name 
of that body, have presented to Mr. Acheson Lyle a highly 
complimentary address on his retirement from the office which 
he had so long held in connexion with the Court of Chancery. 
A similar address has also been presented to Mr, Lyle on be- 
half of the attorneys and solicitors of Ireland; and in both 
these documents the strongest testimony is borne to his ability, 
efficiency, and habitual courtesy in the discharge of his re- 
sponsible duties. It is reported that Mr. Berwick, of the Bank - 
ruptey Court, is to be Mr. Lyle’s successor, and that Mr. Wim. 
Brady, son of thé Lord Chancellor, will succeed Mr. Berwick. 
These appointments, however, have not been confirmed. 


ihn 
— 


Foreign Tribunals and BJurisprudence. 


TRIBUNAL OF COMMERCE OF THE SEINE. 
Private international law, Foreign anonymous societies not 
authorised in France, 

Foreign anonymous societies not authorised in France cannot 
proceed in an action before the French tribunals agains sab- 
scribers for shares, for payment of the amount of their sub- 
scriptions. 

Jume 18,—In this caso, M. De Vynokule, director of the Guil- 
laume-Luxembourg Railway Company, a foreign company with 

a branch administration at Paris, brought an action against cer 
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tain persons dwelling near Paris, for the amount of their sub- 
scriptions to the company. ‘The defendants objected that the 
director of a foreign anonymous society unauthorised in France, 
had no right to bring an action before the French tribunals. It 
was urged by their counsel that the riglit of action before French 
tribunals only belongs to those whose existence and civil capa- 
city are acknowledged by law. ‘That if the Commercial Code 
permits an assemblage of persons to take a part in commercial 
matters under the name of a society or under a denomination 
derived trom the enterprise itself, it is on condition that the for- 
malities essential to the constitution of the moral being who 
becomes the expression of this collectivity be scrupulously ob- 
served; without the accomplishment of these formalities, the 
moral being disappears, and his functions cease, That these 
principles are peculiarly applicable to the case of anonymous 
societies. 

That in these societies, in which the persons disappear to be 
replaced by the capital, which plays the principal part, in which 
the social administration is concentrated in the hands of mere 
mandataries, the Legislature has wisely subjected anonymous 
societies to particular and strict forms set forth in 29, aud fol- 
lowing articles of the Code. That if this soéiety, asa foreign 
anonymous society, recognized by the Luxembourg government, 
and having its seat at Luxembourg, pretends to the rights of 
citizenship in France, such a pretension cannot be maintained. 
That the acts of this society in an anonymous form can only be 
legitimate in the country where the government which autho- 
rized it rules. ‘That out of these limits, and.in the French ter- 
ritory, the foreign government, losing its legislative power, can 
no longer give the society the benefit of its authorization, and 
consequently, that it comes under the application of the laws in 
existence in France, where in order to act under the anonymous 
system (anonymat) it is only just that it should be placed on 
the same footing as French societies, and should conform to 
French laws. 

That these principles, so interesting to the interest of com- 
merce and the application of the French law, have been pro- 
claimed mest clearly by the law of 30 May, 1857. Then 
authorising in Art. 1, the anonymous societies of Belgium 
to exercise their rights in France, the law clearly declared 
that it made an exception in favour of Belgium in which 
the anonymous companies of other nations donot participate; 
and in the 2nd article there is a positive expression of this 
idea, as it declares that an imperial decree may apply the benefit 
of article 1 to all other countries. 

Therefore, that an anonymous society appearing as plaintiff 
authorised in a foreign country, but not entitled by a decree of 
the Emperor to enjoy the benefit of the law of May, 1857, has 
no legal existence in France, and is consequently disqualified to 


bring an action against the defendants before a French I'ribunal, | 


The counsel for the plaintiff argued as follows: By the 
terms of the 15th article of the Code Napoleon, a foreigner has a 
right to sue French subjects, in a French tribunal; that it is a 
fallacy to contend that the law of May, 1857, has, as far as 
concerns foreign anonymous societies, altered the enactment, or 
changed the general principles ofinternational law. If the law of 
the 30th May, by reason of altogether special circumstances, has 
authorised anonymous Belgian companies to institute proceed- 
ings in France, it does not follow that it has denied this right 
to anonymous companies belonging to other countries. Under 
any circumstances the law of May cannot be said to forbid an 
action of which the object is, not to demand the protection of 
French tribunals for the performance of the fanctions of foreign 
anonymous companies in France, but only to demand the pay- 
ment of calls due on shares, made against shareholders in the 
interest and in the name of the other shareholders represented by 
the manager, (gérant), which cannot come within the provisions 
of the law. 

The decision of the tribunal was as follows:— 

_Considering that De Vynckéle, who qualifies himself as 
director of the Anonymous Society of Railroads of Guillaume- 
Luxembourg, does not either allege any imperial deerce in con- 
formity with the law of 30th May, 1857; or that according to 
the 27th article of the commercial code, this society has at- 
tained any particular authorization in France: 

Considering that neither of these allegations being made, the 
plaintiff excludes the inference drawn from them by considera- 
tions deduced from jurisprudence, of a just reciprocity and 
international relations: 

_ Considering that, even if a large and tolerant jurisprudence, 
in the absence of any decisive precedent extending to societies 
of this nature as to an individual, the benefit of the 15th 
article of Code Napoleon had not up to the passing of that law 
shut the French tribunal against an anonymous society seeking 








to enforce its rights, still it must be acknowledged that. this 
state of things cannot longer remain consistently with the terms 
of the law referred to: “adi 

Considering that although the Ist article of the: said lay, 
exclusively concerns Belgium, it is impossible to be mistakendy 
to the import of the 2nd article, which makes the intervention 
of the French Government indispensable for every forej 
anonymous society to enable it to exercise its rights in France 
—that is to say, to confer upon it,that civil personalty: whieh 
it possesses in its own country: shy 

Considering that it is thus that the guarantees resulting from 
the 37th article of the Code de Commerce for third parties, 
whether it be the examination and approbation by ‘the state of 
the conditions of the statutes of the societies of which the 
gerants are irresponsible or the administrative control’ which 
they ought to be subject to in their operations, may be con- 
sidered as in some sort replaced and provided for. 

That it is to be remarked that the new law has a still mor 
liberal tendency, since a treaty of reciprocity with the countries 
where they are seated will suffice to give them a legai existence 
in France. g) 

Considering that if, supposing the situation of the partiesto 
be reversed, the 14th article of the Code Napoleon might te 
cited against the society successfully, as being a.collectivity de 
facto manifesting itself in France by acts, and without th 
power, any more than the individuals of which it is composed; 
of escaping the power of French justice for obligations com 
tracted towards Frenchmen, still that it cannot be inferred 
therefrom that the civil personalty of such a society must be 
recognised with power to prosecute its rights before the, same 
tribunals, seeing that a special and express law has traced. ut 
the mode in which such a right is conferred: aft 

Considering that considerations drawn from the general: inte’ 
rest and international relations are not within the provinces! 
the judge, and cannot prevail against a legal enactment, the 
application of which is his only duty: si 1gay 

Considering that foreign anonyinons societies which’ are ip 
this position cannot complain of a result, according: to them 
contrary to justice, since it depends on them. to obtain from 
their own governments, by diplomatic means, the power to, ¢% 
ercise their rights in France, and that in the absence of any 
such stipulations they operate at their own risk ‘and peril: ' ;. 

Considering that it results from all that has been said, that 
the 37th article of the Code of Commerce and the law of May, 
1857, have been properly referréd to: 

Declares Van de Vynckéle not. entitled to proceed in his 
action, and condemns him in costs. ~ 


Tue Unirep States.—The first session of the thirty-sixth 
congress adjourned on the 25th June last, after passing several 
useful Acts on matters’ touching the rights of the persons aid 
property of American citizens at home and abroad, which’ ordi- 
narily come within the scope of its care and supervisiow! 
Nothing was done, however, towards accomplishing that great 
work, the revision of the general federal statutes, some referent? 
to which will be found in a leading article of our present nut 
ber, on the codification of law in America. Congréss ‘ii 
pledged itself to a resolution in favour of a ees of the 
Public General Statutes of the United States in a ‘consolidated, 
revised, and classified form; but the honour of carrying this 
resolution into effect appears to be reserved for a future sessidtl. 


CexLon,—The following account of the Chief Justicess 
this colony, taken from a recent number of the Ceylon Overl 
Observer, will, we think, prove interesting to our readers gene 
rally, and especially go to: many, who retain a recollection, 
some of the. names therein mentioned,—On Friday Jeph 
o'clock, the usual salute announced that the author of the ‘ De 
cisive Battles of the World” had taken the oaths and his sett 
as Chief Justice of Ceylon. A period of fifty-eight years has 
elapsed since the first English Chief Justice was appointed, in 
the person of Sir Edward C, Carrington; and since then we 
have had in the office a series of able, and, in the majority of 
cases, independent and high minded men, Sir Kdwaril Oat 
rington’s successor was the Right Honourable E,'C. Lushingtol, 
a man 60 jealous of the autliority of the Supreme Court that 
he had the Lientenant-Governor of tho Island up for abet 

than 


cf 


contempt, that Lieutenant-Governor being the head of the 

tary, when the military power was more’ im t 

it is now. Then came Sir Alexander Johnston; vested 
with almost co-ordinate powers in the government’’ the 
island. As President of her Majesty's Council’ he intro 
duced many liberal measures and much useful réform, ‘To’hie 
we owe the introduction of trial by jury; hie gave the first blow 
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todlavery, and suggested the idea of an'open council. Sir Har- 
dinge Giffard was'as tenacious of the powers and privileges of 
the Supreme Court as Mr. Lushington, and) entered a strong 
protest against a famous er post facto' law, prepared by Mr. 
Mathews..and passed by Sir James Campbell. Sir Richard 
Otley was. good but evidently not a strong minded man. 

a warm interest-in evangelical religion in Ceylon, he 

j in his'old age, into a devotee of the Romish superstition. 
His successor was, in many respects, a contrast. His conjugal 
relations (contracted under painful and romantic circumstances) 
wore peculiar; and although he did not have the commander 
ofthe forces. up for contempt, he thought it consistent with his 
ofice to fight a duel with Sir John Wilson. . Withal he was an 
able man,’as the body of decisions under the Charter of 1832, 
which he was the first to administer, abundantly proves. Then 
came the excellent'and able Sir‘ Wm. Norris, who has only just 
followed his schoolfellow and friend,—Havelock,—to “the 
land of the Hereafter.” Sir William Rough, the friend of Kirke 
White; came’ next. Then we had the blunt, good, honest, 
independent Sir Anthony Oliphant; followed by Sir W. 0. 
Carr, and Sir Wm. Carpenter Rowe. Equal to the most 
eminent of his predecessors in general ability, we trust Sir 
Biward Creasy will shew himself not inferior to the best of 
them as'a sound lawyer, an honest and independent judge, and 
agood and useful member of society. We almost regret that 
Queen’s College ‘is not a university, so that the colony might 
have the full benefit of the peculiar talents of the ex-examiner 
in modern history of the London University. But we may 
sildly presume that Sir Edward Creasy will always be ready 
togivehis voluntary aid to the cause of education and progress. 
After Sir Edward Creasy liad taken the oaths and his seat, 
the Queen’s Advocate, according to the usual form and as the 
leader of the local bar, offered the new Chief Justice congratu- 
lations on his appointment and safe arrival. Sir Edward Creasy, 
in'teturning thanks, bore testimony to the value of an able and 
gentlemanly bar, such as, he had no doubt, he would find that 
of Ceylon. In chambers, the leading advocates and proctors 
were introduced to the Chief Justice, who in physique is of 
the'true massive English type, of which Sir H. Ward has 
afforded so favourable a specimen. The only evidence of the 
éfects of hard study present is a nervous twitch in one of the 
cheeks—possibly a mere local affection. We trust our climate 


will deal gently with Sir Edward and his numerous family. 
uli f 
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Obituary. 


H. W. TANCRED, ESQ,, Q.C. 
We regret to have to announce the death of this gentleman, 
ich occurred at Margate on Monday, the 20th instant. Mr. 
red. was well known to the public as the “ liberal and inde- 
pendent” member for Banbury, which place he represented for 
prays of a quarter of a century, having been first returned 
that borough upon the passing of the Reform Bill in 1832, 
and continued as its member until the last dissolution of Parlia- 
ment, when he retired from public life on account of increa- 
ing age and infirmity. Mr. Tancred was called to the Bar 
by the Honourable Society of Lincoln’s Inn as far back as the 
year 1804, and was appointed a King’s Counsel in 1831, and 
became a Bencher, of Lincoln’s Inn, of which society he after- 
wards filled the office of Treasurer. ‘Ihe deceased gentleman 
Was the author of several learned treatises upon the subject 
‘Parliamentary Reform and the laws affecting Roman 
lics, of whom he was a zealous advocate in the 
usé of Catholic Emancipation. He was greatly respected in 
he House of Commons for his upright and consistent opinions 
thd his loss is deeply regretted by his nutnerous friends, 
nati « ‘ a el - 
ME dist 
te aon! IRREMOVABLE POOR. 
i The. select committee appointed by the House of Com- 
mons |to report on, the operation of the Act 9th & 10th 
ona, cap. 166, which enacts that no poor person shall be 
temovable who shall have resided five years in. any parish, and 
Of the Acts, 10th & 11th Victoria, cap. 109, and Lith & 12th 
» Cap..110, which enact that the relief given to such 
N ti won shall. be charged upon, the common, fund of 
the vaion,—-have agreed to, submit the following resolutions to 
9G torr 
«41, Thatithe, operation of the Act (9th & LOth Victoria, 
%86)) is beneficial to the poor, in mitigating the hardships 
Necessarily, incidental to.any nw of removal, 





at 





*2, That the period of residence, in order to acquire a status 
of irremovabilitv (if that status be continued), may, with advan- 
tage to'the poor, be reduced from five years to 

“3. That the area of residence necessary for acquiring a status 
of irremovability (if that status be continued) may, also, with 
advantage to the poor, be extended from the parish to the 
whole union. ie : 

“4, That orphan children, who may on the death of their 
surviving parent be removable, shall have the status of irre- 
movability which their surviving parent may havé acquired. 

“5. That the cost of the maintenance of such lunatics in 
asylums as are now chargable to a parish within a union should 
be charged on the common fund of such union. 

“6. That the contributions of parishes in unions to the com- 
mon fund should be based upon a consideration of the annual 
rateable value, and the amount of the population combined in 
one sum, by adding the amount of the population, according to 
the last census, to the amount of the parochial assessment, and 
by taking the result as the assessment in pounds sterling. 

“ The committee desire further to report, that during this in- 
quiry, evidence has been submitted to them of some peculiar 
evils which attend the removal of the Irish poor, when charge- 
able in England. These chiefly relate to the mode and form 
of conducting removals, and they would, doubtless, be lessened 
by the adoption of the foregoing resolutions, as greater facilities 
of becoming irremovable (by limiting the period and extending 
the area of residence) would be afforded to the poor. 

“ The committee, however, in order to prevent entirely the 
recurrence of the evils referred to, would strongly recommend 
that legislative effect should be given to the following precau- 
tions, viz.:— 

“(a.) That no warrant shall be issued for the removal of 
any poor person from England to Ireland except by justices as- 
sembled at a petty session, or by a stipendiary magistrate. 

“(b.) That the said justices or magistrate shall not issue 
the warrant without seeing the head of the family to be re- 
moved, and being satisfied that each of the parties sought to 
be removed is in such a state of health as not to be liable to 
injury by removal. 

“(c.) That a statement to this effect shall be inserted in the 
warrant, with the name and age of every child under the age 
of 16 years so ordered to be removed, together with the name 
of the place where the justices find the pauper to have been 
born or to have resided. 

“(d.) That during the winter months no woman or child 
under the age of 14 shall be sent across the Channel as a deck 
passenger. 

“(e.) That in all cases of removal of Irish paupers, the re- 
moving parish shall be bound to defray the cost of the removal 
of any person ordered to be removed, to the place in Ireland 
which, upon evidence before the justices, shall appear to be 
the place of birth or residence of such person. 

“(f.) That a copy of the warrant and the depositions shall 
be sent, if required, to the board of guardians in Ireland of the 
union to which the removal is to be made. 

* The committee desire to express their opinion that the laws 
of settlement and removal should receive the early attention of 
the Legislature.—August 6.” 


i 


ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 
Aug. 23.—By Mr, Marsh, at. the Mart. 

Freehold premises, No. 13, Ludgate-hill, in the heart of the 
City of London, comprising house and shop; let on lease at 
£200 per annum—sold for £4,180, 

Copyhold estate in Monmouthshire, known as “ Nant-y- 
March Estate,” in the parish of Llangwym, Monmouth, com- 
prising farmhouse, barn, stabling, sheds, and all requisite farm 
buildings, and about 80 acres of arable, pasture, and 
meadow land; let on lease at £107 per annum—sold for 
£2,600. 

An annuity of £180, amply secured upon freehold property, 
No. 37, Mincing-lane, Fenchurch-street, City, payable quar- 
terly during the life of a gentleman aged 46 years; also two 
policies of assurance for £1,000 each on the same life—sold 


for £2,110. 


By Messrs. Nash, at Garraway’s. 

Freehold estate, known as Godhard’s Farm, in the parishes 
of Westerham, Cudham, and Tatsfield, in the counties of Kent 
and Surrey, comprising 240a, Lr, 4p. of arable, pasture, and 
wood law, with residence and cottage thereon, also necessary 
outbuildings ; let on lease at £120° per annum—sold for 
£4,500, 
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A recent return shows that the number of persons commit- 
ted throughout the United Kingdom continues to decline. In 
1848, 30,349 persons were committed in England and Wales, 
and only 16,674 last year; the committals in Scotland also 
declined from 4,909 in 1848 to 3,472 last year, and in Ireland 
from 38,522 in 1848 to 5,865 last year. The decrease in the 
committals is in part to be attributed to the operation of ‘the 
Criminal Justice Act, which enables magistrates to deal with 
offences summarily with the consent of the accused; but the 
diminution of crime in Ireland is most remarkable and satis- 
factory, The proportion of the sexes of persons committed 
in England and Wales was—in 1844, males, 814 per cent.; 
females, 18} per cent.; 1849, males, 803 per cent.; females, 
19} per cent.; in 1854, males, 774 per cent,; females, 223 per 
cent.; 1859, males, 76} per cent.; females, 234 per cent. In 
Scotland the proportion was as follows:—1844, males, 73 per 
cent.; females, 27 per cent.; 1849, males, 713 per cent.; fe- 
males, 28} per cent.; 1854, males, 72 per cent.; females, 28 per 
cent. ; 1859, males, 69 per cent.; females, 31 percent. In Ireland, 
of every 100 persons committed in 1844, 69 were males and 31 
females; in 1849, 75 were males and 25 females; in 1854,67 were 
males and 33 females; and in 1859, 76 were males and 24 females, 
While, therefore, crime unfortunately increased among the temale 
sex in 1859, as compared with 1844, to the extent of 5 per 
cent. in England and Wales, and 4 per cent. in Scotland, there 
was, happily, a. decrease of 7 per cent. in the proportion of 
females committed in Ireland. The convictions in 1844 and 
1859 were as follows:— 


1844, 1859. 


18,919 a 
2,719 ee 
8,042 a 


England and Wales on 
Scotland .. es eo ee ee 


(eR esilipeey aa -ercring: it 

There was, therefore, a general decrease of 40 per cent. in 
the number of convictions in the latter year as compared with 
theformer. The acquittals sustained the following proportions 
to the committals in England and Wales:—In 1844, 28} per 
cent.; in 1849, 24} per cent.; in 1854, 21} per cent.; and in 
1859, 25 percent. The relative decrease of 3} per cent., as 
compared with 1844, indicates probably greater discrimination 
on the part of committing magistrates. In Scotland acquittals 
took place in 1844 to the extent of 23 per cent. of the com- 
mittals; in 1849, to the extent of 24 per cent.; in 1854, to 
the extent of 244 per cent.; and in 1859, to the extent of 25 
per cent. Scottish justices cannot, therefore, be complimented 
on displaying greater acuteness in their commitments. In 
Ireland the determination of juries to acquit prisoners arraigned 
before them—often, it is to be feared, to the frustration ot 
justice—continues almost unabated, 57} per cent. of the 
persons committed having been acquitted in 1844, 494 per 
cent. in 1849, 40 per cent. in 1854, and 53 per cent. in 1859. 


A weekly periodical (Once a Week) addresses itself to the 
subject of homicidal monomania, and contends that conscious- 
ness or unconsciousness of the act should be the true test of 
criminality, not the degree or intensity of the homicidal impulse; 
and that the old course was the proper one, which was simply 
to ask the jury if a prisoner had at the time when the crime 
was commi a sufficient degree of reason to know 
right from wrong. It then proceeis:—“ We might well tremble 
at the consequences if it was once established that a man’s 
mind might be right in all points, save a tendency to commit 
murder. It is idle in cases of insanity—as far as the adminis- 
tration of criminal law is concerned—to lose ourselves in fine 
drawn distinctions. If a man knows what he is about when he 
commits a crime, he is amenable to justice, no matter how 
strong his inclination may be to violate the law.” 


A statement has just been furnished of all the joint stock 
jes wound up, or winding up, under the Joint Stock 
Companies Acts 1856 and 1857, and the Joint Stock Com- 
pany Amendment Act, 1858. The document in question is 
somewhat imperfect, as it docs not state in any case the amount 
of capital subscribed or paid up, the duration of the company, 
its total debts, or the number of shareholders. It, however, 
states the amount of assets realized, the calls enforced against 
eontributories, and the aggregate costs and charges of each 
winding up, so far as it has proceeded. The list comprises 
twenty-six undertakings, only one of which—the Leicester 
Spinning Company—has reached a termination of proceedings. 
All the others are still open. The most satisfactory feature of 
the retarn is the apparent smallness of each scheme —the effect 
of limited liability being to prevent any continuance of opera. 
tions on false credit, and thus to compel stoppage the moment 
all the original subscription has been made away with. 
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Englsh Munds and Railway Stock. 
(Last Official Quotation during the week ending Friday evening.) 
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i} | 
ENGLisH Fonps. | |Raiways— Continued: 
| Shrs. | 
| Stock | London and Blackwall. 
Stock | Lon. Brighton& §.Coast 
25 |Lon. Chatham & Dover) } 
Stock | London and N.-Wstrn., 
Ditto Eighths .... 
London & §.-Westrn. 
Stock! Man. Sheff. & Lincoln.. 
Midland ..s.ccssecees 
Ditto Birm. & Derby 
Norfolk.....+« 
North British ........ 
North-Eastn. (Brwck.) 
Ditto Leeds ...... 
Ditto York ...... 
North London........ 
Oxford, Worcester, & 
Wolverhampton .. 
Portsmouth.....+-s06 
«| Scottish Central..... 
Scot. N. E. Aberdeen 
Rartway Stock. | BOON «sino owe csbe 
20 | Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk. 
Stock) Birk. Lan. & Ch. June. Shropshire Union .... 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter.... South Devon ........ 
Stock|Caledonian .......... South-Eastern ...... 
Stock Cornwall ......-+ss0+ South Wales ........ 
Stock|East Anglian ........| <|S. Yorkshire & R. Dun 
Stock | Eastern Counties sens} 5. |Stockton & Darlington} 
Stock| Eastern Union A. Stock «| Vale of Neath ...... 
Stock} Ditto B. Stock....| Y 
Shrs. |East Lancashire ......| 
Stock Edinburgh & Glasgow. 
Stock Edin. Perth, & Dundee! 
Stock|Glasgow and South- \} <| Buckinghamshire .... 
Western ......200. ||Stock| Chester and Holyhead. 
Stock|Great Northern ....../ || Stock Ditto 54 per Cent... 
Stock} Ditto A, Stock.... | Stock Ditto 5 per Cent .. 
Steck} Ditto B. Stock.... \Stock|East Lincoln, guar. 6 
Stock |Gt. Southn. & Westn.! | per Cent ...csseeee 
(Ireland) .....-s0++ 50 |Hulland Selby ...... 
Stock |Great Western ...... || Stock|London and Greenwich 
Stock Lancaster and Carlisle. :|Stock| Ditto Preference... 
| Ditto Thirds..) .. {|Stock|Lon.,Tilbury, Sthend .. 
|. Ditto New Thirds... .. ||Stock|Shrewsbury & Herefi. 


Bank Stock. ...seoee 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann.. 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann. 
New 3 per Cent, Ann.. 
New 24 per Cent. Ann. 12 
Consels foraccount .. 
Long Ann. (exp. Apr. 
1 


India Debentures, 1858. 
Ditto 1859. 
IndiaStock .......... 
India Loan Serip. .... 
India 5 per Cent. 1859.. 
India Bonds (£1000) .. 
Do. (under £1000)..... 
Exch. Bills (£1000)... 
Ditto (£500).... 
Ditto (Small) .. 


—— 
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Lines at fixed Rentals, 








£8e8e5F Fkge 





Stock |Lancash. & Yorkshire | 107 jBeect | Seiten and Somerset .. 
i | 





-_-——~————_ 
Anclaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months:— 

Grisss, Wiuttam, Bricklayer, of Constitution-hill, Southgate-lane, High- 
gate, and Cuantorre Ginss, his wife, £30 15s. 1d., Consols.—Claii 
by Wi.ttam Gisss and CHaRLOTTe Gisss, 

Gorpox, Jane, Spinster, of Heath-place, Hackney-road, WiLLIAM MiLLAg, 





Esq., of Bethnal-green, and Tuomas Gorpon, Esq., of Bishopsgater 


street, £25 Consols.—Claimed by Jane Gorvon, Spinster. 

Ware, Rev. WitttaM, of Northampton, and Rev. Henry Ricnmonp,of 
Blackladies, Staffordshire, £100 New 3 per Cents.—Claimed by WinLiAw 
Wareine and Henry Ricnmonp. 

> 
Heirs at Law and Wert of Rin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazettes and elsewhere. 

Srupson, Davin, formerly of Ingoldsby, Lincolnshire, and afterwards & 
private in the 33rd Regiment of Foot, to apply on or before the 7th 
July, 1861, to James Atter, Solicitor, Stamford. : 

Vector, Cuartes, who left England for the United States of Americ& 
where he continued to reside until about the year 1826. In the year 
1827 he was residing in Castle-street, Leicester-square, London, ands 
supposed to have returned soon afterwards to the United States. Next 
of kin to apply to Mr. R. Child, 11, Old Jewry-chambers. , 

Wiut1am Bunce, of St. Mary Bourn, Andover. Further particulars may 
be obtained on application to Rev. A. M., by post, as above. 

=< —————— 
Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 

CURTIS—On Aug. 15, at Dublin, the wife of Stephen P. Curtis, Esqy 
Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. i , 

GUNNER—On Aug. 14, the wife of Charles James Gunner, Esq, of 
Bishop's Waltham, Hants, Solicitor, of a daughter. 

JACOBS—On Aug. 17, the wife of Simeon Jacobs, Esq., Barrister-at-La¥, 
of a daughter. 

LEVY—On Ang. 16, Mrs. E. L. Levy, of 61, Burton-crescent, of a son. 

SHAW—On Aug. 17, the wife of George Shaw, Ksq., Barrister-at-Law, # 





a daughter. 4 


MARRIAGES. ee 
DAWSON—HOLLOWAY—On Ang. 23, Henry Dawson, Esq., of Leeds, 


to 
Ann, second daughter of the late Jol™ Fisher, Esq., and widow of the ‘ 


late John Hends Slolloway, Ksq., of Kast Leigh, Havant, Solicitor. : 
EDGCOMBE--CAMPBELL--On Aug. 21, F. LS. Edgecombe, Esq., Bate. 
rister-at-Law, Lincoln's-inn, to Mary Campbell, second daughter of the 
Jate George Colin Campbell, Esq. ie 
LANGLEY—HOOD—On Aug. 17, Albert Gordon Langley, Esq., of te 
Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law, to Emma, third hter 
Robert Jacomb Hood, Esq., of Bardon-park, Leicestershire. 
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a 
yoRTON—HARRISON—On Aug. 21, by his father, the Rev. James Mor- 
fon, B.D., Vicar of Holbeach, ‘James Morton, Esq., of Cirencester, to 
Eliza, third daughter of the late Frederick Adolphus Harrison, 

Bsq., of Holbeach. 
—CALLAWAY-—-On Aug. 23, Walter Murton, Esq., of Gray’s- 
-onecaened to Mary, second daughter of the late John Callaway, Esq., 


F LEWIS—On Aug. 16, C, Gardner Thompson, Esq,, Solicitor, 
, to manne dane, youngest daughter of the Rey. John Lewis, 


OWEN—On Aug. 16, Arthur White, » Esq.» Barrister-atrLaw, t0 
relict of Thomas Owen, Esq., late of lapham, and youngest 
daughter of Charles Crause, Esq., late of Her Maju 's Royal ia. 
DEATHS. 
Y—On Aug. 14, ewe James, youngest son of William Blandy 
, of Reading, aged 1 
Ls ON—On Aug. 15, re Lawton, Jun., Esq., Proctor, of York: 
wae Aug. 17, Samuel Lovat, Esq., late ‘of Lincoln’s-inn, in his 81st 


1 {NCRED—On Aug. 20, Henry William Tancred, Esq., Q,C., Bencher of 
’s-inn, and late MP. for Banbury 

WALSH—On Aug. 14, Michael Walsh, Eat, Solicitor, Dublin. 

YEARSLEY—On ‘Aug. 19, William Yearsley, Esq., Solicitor, aged 58, of 


Welchpool. 
Sean _aaeennEEEEE 
Lonvon Gayettes. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Tugspay, Aug, 21, 1860. 
cain, Taomas, & Epwarp ew Attorneys and Solicitors, Chi- 
chester, by mutual consent. Ang. 14. 
Jnoapes, WiLL1am Cospen, & Toomas Greene, Attorneys and Solicitors, 
Chichester, by mutual consent. Jan. 1, 1857. 


Gindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 
TUESDAY, Aug. 21, 1860. 

RosuERVILLE GARDENS CompaNny.—V.C. Wood has ordered a call of £1 
persiare on all contributories, except Mr. George Jones, but without 
prejudice to any call the Official Manager may be advised to apply for 
against the said Mr. George Jones, to be paid on or before Oct. 1, to R. 
P. Harding, Official Manager of the company, 3, Bank-buildings, London. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
TurEspaY, Aug. 21, 1860. 

(Coates, Exiza ANN, Widow, 53, Brompton-crescent, Middlesex (who died 
m April 13, 1859). C. & J. Allen and Son, Solicitors, 17, Carlisle- 
street, Soho-square, Middlesex. Sept. 21. 

Corer, Jounx, Carman, St. John’s-place, Lock’s fields, Surrey (who 
died on or about Sept. 18, 1843). Dalton, Solicitor, 3, Bucklersbury, 
Iondon. Oct. 24. 

Davizs, SamUEL, Chymist, Chester (who died on Jan. 23, 1857). Beever, 
| op & Taylor, Solicitors, 36, Princes-street, Manchester. 


of 


Suvester, Ex1za Eveanor, Spinster, late of Leamington, Warwickshire, 

prsery of Chorley, Lancaster (who died on Jan. 9, 1854). Slater, 
& Co., Solicitors, 75, Pri street, Sept. 15. 
Henny, Whalebone Manufacturer, late of Chaulden, Boxmoor, 
and of 11, Fell-street, Wood-street, London (who died on 23rd 

+ All ‘Ashurst, Son, & Morris, Solicitors, 6, Old Jewry, London. 


soon Axw, Widow, Wellingore, Lincolnshire (who died on Feb, 14, 1859). 
Hodgkinson and Pratt, Solicitors, Newark-upon-Trent. Sept. 23. 
Wittuamson, Fanny Bonp, Widow, late of 1231, Chestnut-street, Phila- 
delphia, United States of “America, and formerly of 15, Portland-place, 
Brighton, Sussex, England (who died on or about Sept. 12, 1857). 
denings, Solicitor, 1, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, London, Dec. 1. 
Friway, Aug. 24, 1860, 
—— BELL, Gent., formerly of Devonshire-street, Islington, 
and late of Sydenham, Kent (who died on June 27, 1860). 
Pier, Solicitor, Merchant Taylors’ Hall, Threadneedle-street, London, 


Dintox, Rocer Heskera, Surgeon, Ulverston, Lancaster (who died on 

sit 19, 1858). Woodburne, Gent., Executor, Ulverston, Lancaster, 

Brorr, Euzanera, Widow, Albion-terrace, Northampton (who died on 

ad ha 1860). Britten, Solicitor, Saint Giles-square, Northampton, 

, Etizasern, Widow (wife of John Bossom), Gorton, Lancaster. 

died on Dec. 23, 1856). Walford, snag Duchy of Lancaster 
Lancaster-place, Strand, London. Nov. 24, 

Cook, Tuomas Berwanp, Clerk to the Eastern Bean Railway Company, 

4, Gunter-grove, West Brompton, Middlesex (who died on or about 

13, 1860). Brooke, Solicitor, 7, New Boswell-court, Lincoln’s-inn. 


Oct. 15. 
~ WittaM, Bricklayer, 28, Great Portland-street, and of 10, Roches- 
ter-square, Camden-town, Middlesex (who died on Jan. 12, 1860), 
Booth, mg oe 4, Gray’s-inn-square, Before the expiration of six 


Weeks from thi 
he ‘Tn, Abbey-street, Carlisle, and of Harker Lodge, 
tar the same city (who died on May 13, 1860). Hough, Solicitor, Car- 


Homi, Francis, Widow, Brasted, Kent, (who died on Sept, 15, 1859). 
Solicitor, Sevenoaks, Kent. . 29, 

Hoss, Wotam, Farmer, Brasted, Kent (who died January 8, 1825), 
— Sevenoaks, Kent. Sept. 29. 

Jems, Exizaseru, 2, Manor-terrace, Manor-road, Walworth (who died on 
about daly 1, 1859), Jones, Executor, 16, Blackman-street, 
rant, Sou wark. Sept. 1. 

Krouus, RLOTTE, Spinster, Wells, Somersetshire (who died on July 9, 








Fy Richard, Lambert, & Son, Solicitors, 34, Bedford-row, London. 


MontTcoMErte, Mrs. Many Woopiey, Widow, Sydney Villa, Dover (who 
died on July 22, 1860). Walters, Young, & Walters, 9, New-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn, Middlesex. Oct. 20. 

Rosinsow, Many, Spinster, formerly of Tyler’s-court, Staffordchine Gnd 
Middlesex, but late of the Canal Office, Smethwick, Si 
died on May 8, 1860). Taylor, Solicitor, 19, Old Darparion tantet: 
Middlesex. Oct. 5; 

RowseELL, NicwoLas Henry, Attorney and Solicitor, 2, Verulam- 
Gray’s-inn, Middlesex, and 3, Eltham-place, Foxley-road, Vassall. 5 
North Brixton, Surrey (who died in April, 1860). Miller, Solicitor, 24, 
Cannon-street West, London. Oct. 1. 

Sawory, Tuomas Cox, Silversmith, Cornhill, London, and Peckham’ Rye, 
Surrey (who died on or about Jan. 16, 1846). Shepheard, Solicitor, 24, 
Moorgate-street, London. Sept. 29, 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
; Last Day of Proof. 
TuEsDaY, Aug. 21, 1860. 


Bakneg, Joun, Banker, Tiverton, Devonshire (who died in or about Oct, 
1853). Barne v. Barne, V.C. Stuart. Nov. 9. 

GARDNER, ee Beakesbourne, Kent (who died in or about June, 1856). 
Kingsford and Another v. Gardner and Others, M.R. Nov. 2. 

Hopkins, Epwakp Jervis, Esq., Glan Conway, Denbighshire (eho died in 
: — Jan. 1860). Rowell and Another v. Lee, V.C. Stuart: 

ov. 

Smrra, Vere Hersert, Esq., Great Hill, Abergavenny, Monmouthshire 
(who died on or = March 21, 1860). Smith v. Smith and Another, 
V,C. Stuart. Nov. 1 

Fripay, Aug. 24, 1860. 

MASKELYNE, Witt1aM Vivasn, Captain in her Majesty's ith 
Foot, Upton House, Tetbury, Gloucestershire (who died on or oe 
Sept. 17, 1859). Ludlow v. Maskelyne, M.R. Nov. 6. 

Roose, SUSANNAH, Widow, formerly of Liverpool, but late of Claugten- 
cum-Grange, Cheshire (who died in or about Nov., 1858). Roose v. 
Poole, Registrar’s Office, Liverpool. Sept. 24. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
TurspaY, Aug. 21, 1860. 

Covrtis, Ricnarp Hircuins, Draper & Grocer, Westgate-house, Aber- 
avon, Glamorganshire. Aug. 1. Trustee, W. Courtis, Farmer, Liunnar, 
liston, Glamorganshire. So/. Cuthbertson, Neath, Glamorganshire. 

Hares, Epwin, Ch Kingst: -upon-Thames, Surrey. Aug. 1. 
Trustees, J. H. K. Baerselman, Provision Merchant, 10, Philpot-lane, 
London ; H. Gosschalk, Merchant, 12, Circus, Minories, London. Sols. 
Venning, Naylor, & Robins, 9, Tokenhouse-yard, Lothbury, London. 

Jackson, Rosert, Printer, Bookseller, & Stationer, Gateshead, 
and also of Berry Edge, Durham. July 25. Trustees, T. Hara, Whole- 
sale Stationer, Wellington-terrace, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; R. Sander- 
son, Builder, Nelson-street, Gateshead. Sols. Harle & Co., 2, Butcher- 
bank, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

JENKINS, Tsomas, Draper, 132, Commercial-street, Newport, Monmouth< 
shire. July 21. Trustee, Fis Ramsdale, Warehouseman, Bristol. Sols. 
Brittan & Sons, Albion: chambers, Bristol. 

Merrick, Taomas, Linen & Woollen Draper, New Malton, Yorkshire. 
July 27. Trustees, J. Smith, Bank Manager, New Malton; M. Edwards, 
Currier, New Malton. Sol. Jackson, New Malton. 

Mitsurn, Josepa, Draper, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Northamberland. 
July 23, Trustees, P. Gillibrand, and W. Scott, Merchants, both of 
Manchester. Sols. Sale, Worthington, Shipman, & Seddon, 29, Booth- 
street, Manchester. 

REILLY, BRaDsHAW Lewis, Wine & Spirit Merchant, Fountain-buildings, 
Bath. July 24. Trustee, T. W. Rankin, Wine Merchant, Bristel. 
Sol. Harwood, Small-street, Bristol, 

Srranece, Epwarp Harris, Draper & Grocer, Ampthill, Bedfordshire. 
July 27. Trustees, J. Atterbury, Wheelwright, Houghton Conquest, 
Bedfordshire; W. George, Butcher, Ampthill; C. Teede, Wholesale 
Grocer, li, College-ill Canon-street, West, London. Sols. Mathews, 
Carter, & Bell, 1 Leadenhall-street. 

‘VESPER, Wrram, Watchmaker & Jeweller, 52 and 53, Cheapside, Lon- 
don. Aug. 14. Trustees, J. Hazell, Wholesale Jeweller, Gloucester- 
street, Clerkenwell, Middlesex; E. T. Mackerell, Agent, Thavies-inn, 
Holborn, London. Sol. Stopher, 36, Coleman-strect, London. 

Friway, Aug. 24, 1860. 

CHAPMAN, GEorGE, Tailor, Kettering, Northamptonshire. July 25. 7rus- 
tee, R. Garland, Warehouseman, Wood-street, Cheapside, London. Sols. 
Drake & Son, 38, Walbrook, London. 

Davuss, Henry, Draper, London-road, Liverpool. Aug. 17. 

W. Butterfield & J. F. Roberts, Manchester. Sol. Jellicorse, 16, Cooper- 
street, Manchester. 

Jones, Josgrn, Grocer & Tea Dealer, Wrexham, Denbighshire. a 30 
Trustee, E. Jones, Plumber, Wrexham. Sol. Lewis, Wrexham. 

TRANCHARD, SARAH, Widow, Grocer & Draper, Wellington, 


Aug. 15. , A. Tranchard, Spinster, Wellington; W. 
Esq., ; G. Thorne, Mason, Wellington ; W.D. Sts omg 
Wellington. Sol. Burridge, Wellington. 

Wesser, HENRY, Farmer, Laines Farm, Cuckfield, Sussex. Trustees, G. 
Hill, ~— Merchant, Brighton, Sussex; W. Wisden, a Oxted, 
Surrey ; E. Webber, Spinster, Hayward’s-heath, Sussex. Penfold 
& Son, 20, Middle-street, Brighton. 


Bankruypts. 
Turspar, Aug. 21, 

ANDREW, Jonn Moonnovuss, Innkeeper, Dewsbury, Yorkshire. Com. Ayr- 
ton: Sept. 3 and 27, at 11; Leeds. Qj. Ass. Mone Sols. Walker, 
Dewsbury; or Cariss & Cudworth, Leeds. Pet. Aug. 

ARNOLD, Purr, & Joun ARNOLD, Straw Plait Mle Hay Laton, Bed- 
fordshire. ' Com. Fane: > 30, and Oct. 5, at 12.30; Basinghall- 
ays Op. Ass, Cannan, Sols. Linklater & Hackwood, 7, Walbrook . 

Aug, 8. 

Bett, i & Seema Witson, Stuff Merchants, rye 8 a 
ae Wilson.) Com. Ayrton: t. 3 and 27, at 11; 

Sols. Wood, Bradford ; ‘of Gattne & Cu Cudworth (not oad ‘fan 
i advertized in last Friday’s Gazette), Leeds. Pet. Aug. 
Cuapwick, Josern, Stone Merchant, Williagton-wharf, Augustus-street 
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Regent’s-park, Middlesex. Com. Fane: Aug. 31, at 11; and Oct. 11, 
at 12.30; Basinghall-street. Of. et Whitmore. Sols. Linklaters & 
Hackwood, 7, Walbrook. Pet. Aug. 20. 

CLARKE, JosEPH, Tanner, Currier, Leather Factor, & Japanner, Kidder- 
minster and Bewdley, Worcestershire (Richard & Joseph Clarke.) Com. 
Sanders: Sept. 3, and Oct. 1, at 11; Birmingham. Off. Ass. Kinnear, 
Sols. Best, Kidderminster; or yy my Pet. Aug. 17. 

Cross, CuaRtes, Silk Warehouseman & t, 19, Gutter-lane, London. 
Com, ey 4g Avs. 31, at 10.30; and Oct. 3, at 2; Basinghall- 
street. Off. Ass. Graham. Sol. , 344, Moorgate-street, Lon- 


don, Pet. Aug. 20 

WittiaM Shoe Manufacturer, Daventry, Northamptonshire. 
Com. Fonblanque: Aug. 31, at 1; and Oct. 4, at 12; 4 Basinghal-stroct. 
Of. Ass. Stansfeld. Soils. Linklaters & H Walbrook, Lon* 
don, Pet. Aug. 21. 

Hayiock, Henry Crortry, Apothecary, Chemist & Druggist, High-street, 
Linton, Cambridgeshire. Com. Fonblanque: Aug. 31, at 11; and Sept. 
28, at 2; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sols. Kingsford & 
Dorman, 33, Essex-street, Strand, London. Pet. Aug. 18. 

Horton, Henry, Merchant, 155, Fenchurch-street, London. Com. Fon- 
blanque: Aug. 31, at 10; and Oct. 3, at 11.30; Basifghall-street. 
Of. — Stansfeld. Sols. Lewis & Lewis, 10, Ely-place, Holborn. Pet. 
Aug. 20. 


Hyams, Josuua, Watch Mi 1 
Clerkenwell, Middlesex. Com. Evans: Sept. 4, at 11.30; and Oct. 25, 
at 11; Basinghall-street. Og. Ass. Johnson. Sols. Messrs. Solomon, 
22, Finsbury-place. Pet. Aug. 17. 

M‘Puerson, Davin Tayton, Straw Hat Dealer, Noble-street, London. 
Com. Fonblanque: Aug. 30, at 10.30; and Oct. 3, at 1.30; hall- 
street. = Off. Ass. Graham. "Sol. Reed, 3, Gresham- -street, London. Pet. 

Aug. 21. 

REDPALL, FREDERICK, Merchant, 1, Philpot-lane, Fenchurch-street, Lon- 
don. Com. Fonblanque: Aug. 31, and Sept. 28, at 11.30; Basinghall- 
street. Off. Ass. Graham. Sols. Van Sandau & Cumming, 27, King- 
street, Cheapside, London. Pet. Arg. 17. 

TEARLE, Davin, Straw Plait Dealer, Houghton Regis and of Luton, Bed- 
fordshire. Com. Fane: Aug, 30, at 1.30; and Oct. 11: at 1; Basing- 
hall-street. Qf. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Mardon, 99, Newgate-street, 
London. Pet. Aug. 15. 

Townson, WiLL14M M., Licensed Victualler, Liverpool, Lancashire. Com. 

oot 4 and 25, at 11; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Turner. Sols. 
tkinson & Bartlett, Liverpool. Pet. Aug. 11. 

Witson, Jonny, Boot & Shoe Maker, Sunderland. Com. Ellison: Aug. 30, 
and Oct. 10, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Off. Ass. Baker. Sol. 
Young, Sunderland. Pet. Aug. 6. 


fact 





» 21, Spencer-street, 


Fripay, Aug 24, 1860. 


Barser, Joun, Machine & Roller Maker, 17, Bromley-street, Manchester. 
Com. Jemmett: Sept. 6, and Oct. 9, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. 
ene Sols. Hulton & Brett, New Bailey-street, Salford. Pet. 

ug. 22 

Brapiey, Csarxes, Iron Dealer & Iron Broker, Deepfields, Bilston, Staf- 
fordshire. Com. Sanders: Sept. 7 & 28, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. 
Kinnear. Sols. Smith, Birmingham, or Coldicott & Canning, Dudley. 

22. 


Pet. Aug. 
Buneer, Apranam, Importer of Foreign Glass, 46, Skinner-street, Snow- 


hill, London. Com. Fane: Sept. 4, at 11.30, & Oct. 12, at 12; Basing- 


yaa Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol. Wells, 47, Moorgate-street. 

ug. 4. 

Cross, Jonn, Draper, Windsor, Berks. Com. Fonblanque: Sept. 5, at 
2°30, and Oct. 3, at 11; Basinghall-street. Of’. Ass. Stansfield. Sols. 
Ashurst & Morris, 6, Old Jewry, London. Pet. Aug 21.. 

Drace, GEeonce ALLEBONE, Shoe Manufacturer, Olney, oy ae 
Com. Goulburn: Sept. 4, at 12.30, and Oct. 8, at 11.30; inghall- 
street. Off. Ass. Pennell. 3) Abrahams, 17, Gresham-street, Lon- 
don. Pet. Aug. 17. 

Eryx, Josep Joun Ricnarp, Carman, George-yard, and 244, Milton- 
street, Cripplegate, London. Com. Fonblanque: Sept. 3, and Oct. 4, 
at 1; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Graham. Sols. Lewis & Sons, 7, 
Wilm' -square, London. Pet. Aug. 21. 

Francis, Wittram, & James Hooper, Leather Factors, 3, New Leather 
Market, Bermondsey, Surrey (William Francis, & Co.) Com. Holroyd 
Sept. 4, at 11, and Oct. 2, at 12; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Lee: 
bong & J. H. Linklater & Hackwood, 7, Walbrook, London. Pet. 

ug. 11. 

Hesextine, James, Hotel Keeper & Post Master, Norwich. Com. Fon- 
blanque: Sept. 5, and Oct. 10, at 12; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. 
Graham. Sols. Sole, Turner, & Turner, 68, Aldermanbury, London ; 
or Miller, Son, & Bugg, Norwich. Pet. Aug. 22. 

Hoanocks, RICHARD, Baker & Flour Dealer, Se ape 9 Com. Perry : 
Sept. 7 and 25, at 11; Liverpool. Of. Ass Bird. Sols. Neel & Martin, 
Liverpool. Pet. ‘Aug. 21. 

Houeues, Joun, Woollen Warehouseman & Commission Agent, 30, Basing- 
hall-street, London, and 2, Gresham-terrace, Queen’s-road, Dalston, 
Middlesex. Com. Fonblanque : Sept. 5, at 11; and Oct 3, at 2.30; 
Basi: street. Off. Ass. Stansfeld., Sols. Van Sandau & Cumming, 
27, King-street, Cheapside, London. Pet. Aug. 22. 

Joszins, Eruraim, Currier & Leather Seller, 65, Ni negivatt, 

Gloucester. Com. Hill: Sept. 4, and Oct. 2, at 11; — Of. Ass 
Miller. Sols. J. & H. Lovegrove, Gloucester. Pe. ‘aug 
i, Tuomas Rosert, Merchant, 16, Gould-square, “Erutched F 
London, adjourned into public Court. Com. Goulburn: Sept. 6, at 12 ; 
and Oct. 8, at 11; Basinghall-street Off. Ass. Pennell. Sols. Law- 
ee! Plews, & Boyer, 14, Old Jewry-chambers, Old Jewry, London. 


ly 7. 
enn, Tous, Ol & Colour Man, 2, Little Britain, London. Com. Fon- 
Sept. 5, at 12.30; and Oct. 4, at 1.30; Basinghall-street. 
Of a. Graham. Sols. Evans & Phillips, 72, Coleman-street, London, 
Aug. 20. 

STEVENS, Francis, & Grorce Apnort, Curriers & Leather Sellers, Earls 
Barton, Ni ptonshire. Com. Evans: Sept. 4, at 1.30; and Oct. 
4, at 12; vacaciones, Off. Ass. Bell. Sol.’ Mote, 3, Bucklers- 
bury, London. Pet, Aug. 21. 

Warts, Jawes Henry, & Josern Watts, Ironmongers, Plumbers, Painters, 
& Glaziers, 7, Richard-street, Woolwich, Kent. Com. Foublanque: 
Sept. 5, at 1.30; and Oct. 4, at 11; Basinghall-street. Of. A. 
bompery Sol, Buchanan, 13, Basinghall-street, London. Pet. 

ug. 22. ‘ 


Pet. 


MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
TouEspay, Aug. 21, 1860. 
Bett, ALEXANDER DatrympLe, & Emm Brassert, Silk 
ming Manufacturers & Importers, 7, Goldsmith-street, 
14, at 12; Basinghall-street.—Gisps, Bensamin, Leather Me: 
Bermondsey-street, Southwark, Surrey. Sept. 13, at 2; 
Laatk, iaeeataipe, deges a, aa 1 & Wit1aM oy 
- Y t. 12, at 1 peg mein yt 
estate of Henry Fridlington Kemp.—Mitiar, RicHarD, jun., & Ei 
Lamsurn Monns, Wholesale and Export Oilmen, 10, P 
Bishopsgate, London. Sept. 25, at 12; -street.—] 
Cazes, Merchant, 51, Lime-street, London. Sept. 12, at eo 3 
hall-street.—SHakrp, Witttam, Underwriter, 11, New Broad-si 
don. Sept. 13, at 12; Basinghall-street. —SyMons, Natwantnty 1 
founder, St. Pancras Tron Foundry, Cambridge-street, St. 
Middlesex. Sept. 12, at 2; Basinghall-street.—Tuorp, ional 
Draper & Hosier, Surrey House, Clapham-road, S' soon thane 
Basinghall-street.—UNDERHILL, JOSEPH, Tronmonger, ymouth, 
shire. Sept. 17, at 12.30 ; Athenaum, Plymouth.—UnpDERrwoop: 
Wholesale Stationer & Ink Manufacturer, McLean’s-buildings, 
street-square, Shoe-lane (John Underwood & Co.). Sept. 13, ) 
Basinghall-street. —- Warrey, Marx, Haberdasher, 69, Shor 
Middlesex. Sept. 5, at 1; Basinghall-street. . 


CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of 
TuEsDAY, Aug. 21, 1860, e: 

CRAWFORD, JosEPH WALKER, Grocer, Lincoln. Nov. 7, at 12; King 
upon-Hull.—Gaxgpner, Epwarp, Builder & Carpenter, Prim 
Northampton. Sept. 12, at 1; Basinghall-street.—Gisss, Bei 
Leather Merch 87, Bermond y-street, Southwark, oe 
Tl, at 12; Basinghall-street. —Harrison, Tuomas, Tailor & 
Henley-upon-Thames. Sept. 25, at 12; Basinghall-street. 
Benszamin, Currier & Shoe ‘Maker, Brierly-hill, ffords 
Sept. 13, at, 11; Birmingham.—Maicnot, Emanvet, Photograp 
Stereoscopic Agent, 67, Newgatc-street, London. = 12, at 12; 
singhall-street.--SaANDFORD, GEORGE JosEPH, Linen Draper, Hi 
Haberdasher. 85, High-street, Maylebone, and 37a, Clerkenwe 
Middlesex. Sept. 25 at 2; Basinghali-street. - 


Fripay, Aug, 24, 1860. 

CoHNREICH, EL14s, ASCHER CoHNREICH, & IsRAEL, COHNREICH, 
Shoe Manufacturers, 13, Nassau-place, Commercial-road, East, M 
sex. Sept. 15, at 12. 30: Basinghall-street. —MCcALPINE, Joun,: 
Bleacher, Newington- -road, Ball’s-pond, Middlesex. Sept. 1, 
Basinghall-street,—WILLIams, Joun, Draper, Cardiff. Sept. 18, 

~ Bristol.—Youne, WILLIAM GeorGE, Brewer, Bangor. Sept. 17, 
Liverpool. 

To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
TuEspay, Aug. 21, 1860. 

BoTHWELL, SAMUEL, Builder, Dorking, Surrey. Aug. 15, Ist ¢ 
Brown, Rosent, Brewer, Maltster & Hop Merchant, Great D 
Yorkshire. Aug. 15, 3rd class.—Fox,Jogt, Furrier, Gentleman’s4 
Norwich. Aug. 7, 3rd class.—Pyke, Henry, Tailor, 7, New 

lace, Edgware-road, Middlesex. Aug. 16, 3rd cl 
ELLINGTON, Warp Sizer, Manchester. Aug. 17, 2nd class. 
Frinay, Aug. 24, 1860. 

Jones, CHARLES, Sail Maker & Ship Owner, Gloucester. Ane] 
class.—JOSOLYNE, JOHN AvuGustTus, & THomas Tar.or, } ner 
High Holborn, Middlesex. Aug. 22, 2nd class.—Lewis, TH . 
monger, Abergavenny, Monmouthshire, Aug. 21, 2nd class, 
suspension of one month, with protection. —Roacu, CHARLES, 
Devizes. Aug. 20, 2nd class.—Sampson, Taomas, Shawl Manufact 
Ham Mills, Stroud, Gloucestershire, and WiLLtAM BARNARD, 
Manufacturer and Woollen Cloth Manufacturer, Highlands, Min 
hampton, Stroud, Gloucestershire (Thomas Sampson & Co.). Al 
William Barnard, 2nd class; same time, Thomas Sampson, Ist 


Scotch Sequestrations. 
TuEsDaY, Aug. 21, 1860. ; 
Arson, ARCHIBALD, Tea Merchant, Glasgow. a. 27, at 12; 
Hall, St. George’s-place, Glasgow. Seg. Aug. 15. 7 
CROLL, Davin, Pawnbroker, 159, Holm-street, Glasgow. i 27, ab 
Faculty Hall, St. George’s-place, Glasgow. Seg. Aug. 16. * 
Huey, Rosert, otherwise Ropert Steen Hutz, sometime 
New York, and a partner of the firm of Robert S. Huie and ¢ Co. 
chants there, now residing at 41, Main- Glasgow. Aug | 
12; Globe Hotel, re tcay ew Glasgow. Seg. Aug. 17. y 
Ports, Carrnrz, and Ray, Cabinet feat and Upholsterers, 9, 
street, Edinburgh, as a Company, an yo Potts, 10, Srring-gee 
Abbeyhill, Edinburgh, John Cairnie, 48, Rankeillor- 
and James Ray, West Cottage, Wardie, near Edinbu 
24, at 1; Cay & Black, 65a, George-street, 
sometime Merchant in Glasgow, now Calico Print 
near Paisley. Aug. 28, at 12; County Hotel, Co 
Paisley. Seq. Aug. 17. 
WicuTman, Rosert, Farmer, Crosslaw, Coldingham, Berwick. Al 
at 1; White Swan Hotel, (Kinghorne’s), Dunse. Seq. Aug. 16. 


Fripay, Aug. 24, 1860, 


Biainp, SamvuEL, Bone Merchant, & Shi » Dumfries. Sep. 
Commercial Hotel, Dumfries. Seq. Aug. 21, 

CONNELL, JAMES, House Factor, & Teer aloo Glasgow. Sep. 3, 
Faculty Hall, St. George’ s-place, Glasgow. Seg. 21. Bf 

Gunn, Georae, Grocer, Helmsdale. Aus. 30, at 12; Ross’s Hotel, 
dale. Seg. Aug. 21. 

KENNEDY, JAMES, Stationer, Ingram- street, nan 8 Sep. 3, a6 
Faculty Hall, St. George’s-place, Glasgow. Seg. Aug. 22. < 

Mitvar, Jonny, Grain Dealer & a, Airdrie. Sept. & 4, at2; Royal @ 
(Hunter's) Airdrie. Seg. Aug. 2 





e 








Smita, Danser, Corn Merchant, TE OPK Edinburgh. 
~ Dowalls & Lyon’s Rooms, George-street, Edinburgh. Seg. Ang. 2h) 








